REVISED PUBLIC AGENDA
STANDING POLICY COMMITTEE
ON PLANNING, DEVELOPMENT

AND COMMUNITY SERVICES

Monday, July 20, 2015, 9:00 a.m.

Council Chamber, City Hall
Committee:

Councillor D. Hill (Chair), Councillor T. Davies (Vice-Chair), Councillor Z. Jeffries, Councillor P. Lorje,
Councillor T. Paulsen, His Worship Mayor D. Atchison (Ex-Officio)

Pages
1. CALL TO ORDER

2. CONFIRMATION OF AGENDA

Recommendation

1. That request to speak from Dr. Michael Schwandt be added to items 7.2.9
and 7.2.10 and that he be heard; and
2. That the agenda be confirmed as amended.

3. DECLARATION OF PECUNIARY INTEREST
4. ADOPTION OF MINUTES

Recommendation

That the minutes of Regular Meeting of the Standing Policy Committee on
Planning, Development and Community Services held on June 1, 2015 be
adopted.

5. UNFINISHED BUSINESS
6. COMMUNICATIONS (requiring the direction of the Committee)
6.1 Delegated Authority Matters

6.1.1 Addition of Names to the Names Master List [File No. CK. 6310- 10 - 31
1]

Recommendation

That the names 'Kostiuk' and 'Dybvig' be added to the Names
Master List (Kostiuk to be assigned to the West Montgomery



7.

area - acknowledging him being a Veteran).

6.2 Matters Requiring Direction

6.3

6.2.1

6.2.2

6.2.3

6.2.4

Sump Water Discharge Issue Between Properties - 863 Sauer
Lane and 859 Sauer Lane [File No. CK. 7820-1]

Request to Speak - Deep Sanyal

A powerpoint presentation will be provided.

Recommendation

That the direction of Committee issue.

Information Report on Crime Free Multi-Housing Best Practices
and Nuisance Properties - A Review of Programs in Canada
[File No. CK. 430-13]

Recommendation

That the information be forwarded to City Council at its meeting
to be held on August 20, 2015 as information.

Exceptions to Animal Control Bylaw to Allow Dogs in Friendship
Park in Fenced Area and River Landing on leashes for
PotashCorp Fireworks Festival Event on September 4, 5 and 6,
2015, from 5:00 to 10:30 p.m. - Mandy Pravada [File No. CK.
205-1]

Recommendation

That the Standing Policy Committee on Planning, Development
and Community Services recommend to City Council that the
request be approved subject to administrative conditions.

Unlicensed Airbnb Businesses Operating in Saskatoon [File No.
CK. 4355-1]

Recommendation

That the direction of Committee issue.

Requests to Speak (new matters)

REPORTS FROM ADMINISTRATION

7.1

Delegated Authority Matters

711

Request for Extension - Innovative Housing Incentives and Sale
of Predesignated Site - 211 Slimmon Road [Files CK. 750-4 and
PL. 951-90]

32-34

35-45

46 - 47

48 - 48

49 - 51



Recommendation

1. That the Innovative Housing Incentives Agreement with
Habitat for Humanity Saskatoon Inc. be amended to extend
the expected completion date for the affordable housing
project at 211 Slimmon Road to June 30, 2018; and

2. That the City Solicitor be requested to prepare the
appropriate agreements and that His Worship the Mayor
and the City Clerk be authorized to execute the agreements
under the Corporate Seal.

7.1.2 Request for Funding - 2017 Canadian Country Music Awards - 52-72
Special Events Policy No. C03-007 [File No. CK. 1870-15 and
RS. 1870-12-2]

Recommendation

1. That funding, in the amount of $150,000, be approved for
the 2017 Canadian Country Music Awards, under the
Special Event (Arts) category of Special Events Policy No.
C03-007;

2. That funding, in the amount of $135,000, be approved for
release to Tourism Saskatoon on August 1, 2015, to be
used towards the 2017 Canadian Country Music Awards
licensing fees; and

3. That the remaining $15,000 be released to Tourism
Saskatoon upon completion of the event and submission of
a post-event evaluation report, including audited financial
statements.

7.1.3 Land Use Applications Received by the Community Services 73 -101
Department For the Period Between May 14, 2015 to July 2,
2015 [Files CK. 4000-5, PL. 4132, PL. 4355-D, PL. 4350, PL.
4300]

Recommendation

That the information be received.

7.1.4 Denial of Proposed Plan of Subdivision - 715 Walmer Road and 102 - 107
202 Avenue H North [Files CK. 4300-1, PL. 4300-87/14]

Recommendation

That Subdivision Application No. 05/15 be denied as proposed
Lot 9, as shown on Plan of Proposed Subdivision of Lots 5to 9,
Block 10, Plan No. F2006, dated November 5, 2014, does not
comply with the Development Standards of Zoning Bylaw No.
8770 regarding minimum site area for a one-unit dwelling in the



B2 Zoning District

7.1.5 Concept Plan for Redevelopment of 920 Avenue R North - 108 - 144
Jubilee Residences Inc. [Files CK. 800-3 and PL. 951-132]

Recommendation

That the information be received.

7.1.6  Approval for Advertising: Proposed Rezoning - Aspen Ridge 145 - 151
Neighbourhood - Phase 1 [Files CK. 4351-015-011 and PL.
4350-25/15]
Recommendation

1. That the advertising, in respect to the proposed amendment
to Zoning Bylaw No. 8770, be approved;

2. That the General Manager, Community Services
Department, be requested to prepare the required notices
for advertising the proposed amendment to Zoning Bylaw
No. 8770; and

3. That the City Solicitor be requested to prepare the required
bylaw to amend Zoning Bylaw No. 8770.

7.1.7 Growth Plan to Half a Million Update [Files CK. 4110-2 and PL. 152 - 639
4110-12-7]

The Appendices for the February to June 2015 Engagement
Summary Report #4 can be viewed at http://www.growingfwd.ca/

Recommendation

That the information be received.
7.2 Matters Requiring Direction

7.2.1 Innovative Housing Incentives - Mortgage Flexibilities Support 640 - 645
Program - Innovative Residential Investments Inc. - 545 Hassard
Close and 130 Marlatte Crescent [Files CK. 750-4, PL. 951-126
and PL 951-135]

Recommendation

That the Standing Policy Committee on Planning, Development
and Community Services recommend to City Council at its
meeting to be held on August 20, 2015:

1. That the number of housing units designated under the
Mortgage Flexibilities Support Program, as defined in
Innovative Housing Incentives Policy No. C09002 to be built
at 545 Hassard Close, be reduced from 36 units to 30 units;
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7.2.2

7.2.3

2. That the five units at 545 Hassard Close, targeted at buyers
with incomes below the Saskatchewan Household Income
Maximums, be any combination of one-and two-bedroom
units, to a maximum of 4 two-bedroom units;

3. That six affordable housing units to be built at 130 Marlatte
Crescent be designated under the Mortgage Flexibilities
Support Program, as defined in the Innovative Housing
Incentives Policy No. C09-002, contingent upon this
housing project being fully approved for mortgage loan
insurance flexibilities by Genworth Canada and/or Canada
Mortgage and Housing Corporation; and

4. That the City Solicitor be requested to prepare the
necessary incentive and tax sponsorship ‘agreements, and
that His Worship the Mayor and the City Clerk be authorized
to execute these agreements under the Corporate Seal.

Request to Approve Albert Recreation Unit Playground as a
Municipal Project [Files CK. 4205-1, RS. 4206-LA, RS. 1568-NU]

Recommendation

That the Standing Policy Committee on Planning, Development
and Community Services recommend to City Council at its
meeting to be held on August 20, 2015:

1. That the installation of playground equipment in the Albert
Recreation Unit Park be approved as a municipal project;
and

2. That Corporate Revenue Division, Asset and Financial
Management Department, be authorized and directed to
accept donations for this project and to issue appropriate
receipts to donors who contribute funds to the project.

Innovative Housing Incentives - Stewart Property Holdings Ltd. -
623 Avenue L South [Files CK. 750-4 and PL. 951-129]

Recommendation

That the Standing Policy Committee on Planning, Development
and Community Services recommend to City Council at its
meeting to be held on August 20, 2015:

1. That funding of 10% of the total capital cost of the
construction of seven affordable rental units at 623 Avenue
L South by Stewart Property Holdings Ltd., estimated at
$67,782 be approved, subject to approval of this project
under the Provincial Rental Development Program;

646 - 650

651 - 658



2. That a five-year abatement of the incremental property
taxes for the seven affordable rental units be applied,
commencing the next taxation year, following the
completion of construction; and

3. That the City Solicitor be requested to prepare the
necessary incentive and tax abatement agreements, and
that His Worship the Mayor and the City Clerk be authorized
to execute these agreements under the Corporate Seal.

7.2.4 Fire Service Agreements - City of Saskatoon and Surrounding 659 - 661
Communities - 2015 Update [File No. CK. 2500-1]

Recommendation

That the Standing Policy Committee on Planning, Development
and Community Services recommend to City Council at its
meeting to be held on August 20, 2015:

1. That the information be received; and

2. That City Council delegate to the Saskatoon Fire
Department the authority to enter into and renew Fire
Service Agreements on an ongoing basis and instruct the
City Solicitor to draft these agreements on the terms
outlined in this report.

7.2.5 Heritage Reserve Funding [Files CK. 4110-48, x1870-1 and PL. 662 - 665
710-10]

Recommendation

That the Standing Policy Committee on Planning, Development
and Community Services recommend to City Council at its
meeting to be held on August 20, 2015:

1. That remaining funding from the former Facade
Rehabilitation and Renovation Grant program be redirected
within the Heritage Reserve; and

2. That a copy of this report be forwarded to the Municipal
Heritage Advisory Committee for information.

7.2.6 Recreation and Parks Master Plan [Files CK. 5500-1 and RS. 666 - 1052
5500-1]

A powerpoint presentation will be provided.

Recommendation

That the Standing Policy Committee on Planning, Development
and Community Services recommend to City Council at its

meeting to be held on July 23, 2015:
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7.2.7

7.2.8

1. That the Recreation and Parks Master Plan be endorsed to
provide guidance for future decision making, related to the
provision of recreation and parks programs, services,
amenities, and facilities; and

2. That the Administration be requested to report back,
through the Standing Policy Committee on Planning,
Development and Community Services, on a short-,
medium-, and long-term implementation strategy.

Leisure Centre Market Research [Files CK. 5500-1, x1720-3 and 1053 -
RS. 1720-1] 1075

A powerpoint presentation will be provided.

A communication has been received from Mr. Robert Kavanagh.

Recommendation

That the Standing Policy Committee on Planning, Development
and Community Services recommend to City Council at its
meeting to be held on July 23, 2015:

1. That the Leisure Centre Admission products strategy, as
outlined in this report, be supported; and

2. That the Leisure Centre General Admission price strategy
be implemented, effective September 1, 2015.

Off-Leash Dog Parks in the Rural Municipality of Corman Park 1076 -
[Files CK. 4205-38, x4205-1 and RS. 4206-WC] 1084
Recommendation

That the Standing Policy Committee on Planning, Development
and Community Services recommend to City Council at its
meeting to be held on July 23, 2015:

1. That the update concerning the detailed design process and
interim use of Chief Whitecap Park be received for
information;

2. That the City of Saskatoon provide financial assistance to
the Rural Municipality of Corman Park to support bylaw
enforcement efforts in Chief Whitecap Park for 2015 and
2016, as outlined in this report;

3. That the Off-Leash Recreation Area located north of
Hampton Village, in the Rural Municipality of Corman Park,
be permanently closed, and the City Solicitor be requested
to bring forward an amendment to Animal Control Bylaw,



10.

11.

1999, Bylaw No. 7860 to implement the closing; and

4. That the current scope of Chief Whitecap Park Capital
Project No. 2353 be amended to include the construction of
a gravel parking lot in 2015, at an estimated cost of
$60,000, to be funded from the Animal Services Reserve.

7.2.9 Prohibition of Smoking in City-Operated Public Places [File No. 1085 -
CK. 185-3] 1090

Request to Speak - Dr. Michael Schwandt

Recommendation

That the Standing Policy Committee on Planning, Development
and Community Services recommend to City Council at its
meeting to be held on August 20, 2015 that an extension of the
no smoking prohibition to include all public places operated by
the City be addressed by amendment to the No Smoking Bylaw,
2004, as opposed to the No Smoking Policy No. C06-001.

7.2.10 Regulation of Electronic - Cigarettes/Vaping [File No. CK. 185-3] 1091 -
1099

Request to Speak - Dr. Michael Schwandt

Recommendation

That the Standing Policy Committee on Planning, Development
and Community Services recommend to City Council at its
meeting to be held on August 20, 2015 that City Council approve
an amendment to Policy No. C06-001, The No Smoking Policy,
to include electronic cigarette use under the definition of
“smoke/smoking” thereby prohibiting electronic cigarette use in
all City-owned buildings, pools, seating areas of outdoor sports
facilities and within nine metres of the entrance of any civic
building.

MOTIONS (notice previously given)
GIVING NOTICE

URGENT BUSINESS

IN CAMERA SESSION (If Required)

Recommendation

That the Committee move In Camera to consider item 11.1.



11.1  Leasing of Civic Facility [Files CK. 600-3, AF. 600-1, 290-1 and LA.
4225-80-1]

[In Camera - Economic/Financial - Land]

12. ADJOURNMENT
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Naming Advisory Committee Report

Recommendation

That the Naming Advisory Committee issue direction with respect to the name
submissions contained within this report.

Topic and Purpose

The purpose of this report is to update the Naming Advisory Committee (NAC) on
names assigned since the previous meeting and to consider general naming requests to
ensure they meet City Council guidelines for naming, as set out in Naming of Civic
Property and Development Areas Policy No. C09-008 (Naming Policy).

Report Highlights
1. A total of 14 names have been assigned from the Names Master List since the
last NAC meeting.

2. The following naming submissions require screening: Dybvig, Kilpatrick, Flood,
Greenaway, and Kostiuk.

3. The names “Lions” and “Henry Dayday” are currently on the Names Master List
and available for use for the naming of a park or civic facility.

Strategic Goal

Under the City of Saskatoon’s (City) Strategic Goal of Quality of Life, this report
supports the recognition of our built, natural, and cultural heritage. The naming of civic
facilities, streets, and parks celebrates the history, environment, and outstanding
contributions of our diverse community.

Background

According to the Naming Policy, all requests for naming from the Names Master List will
be selected by His Worship the Mayor. All of the names on the Names Master List have
been previously screened by the NAC and meet City Council’s guidelines for name
selection, as set out in the Naming Policy. Name suffixes are circulated through the
Administration for technical review.

Report
Names Assigned from the Names Master List
The following names have been assigned since the previous meeting:

In the Aspen Ridge neighbourhood:
1) Kalra Street;

2) Barrett Street;

3) Thakur Street;

4) Brentnell Avenue;

ROUTING: Community Services Dept. — Naming Advisory Committee DELEGATION: Daniel McLaren
May 21, 2015 — PL 4001-5-2, CK 6310-1
Page 1 of 4
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Naming Advisory Committee Report

5) Whitehead Avenue;

6) Shevechenko Avenue;

7) Woolf Bend, Place, and Bay; and
8) Henry Dayday Road and Crescent.

In the Brighton neighbourhood:

9) Dagnone Crescent, Lane, Link, and Terrace;
10)  Delainey Court, Manor, and Road;

11)  Dubois Crescent, Link, Manor, and Terrace;
12)  Newton Link and Way;

13) Secord Bend, Link, Manor, Way; and

14)  Underhill Bend, Lane, Link, Road, and Way.

General Naming Request

The following name submissions have been received and require screening:

1)

2)

3)

“Dybvig” — Bob Dybvig has served as a volunteer in various capacities over the
past 44 years. Along with being the President of the City Centre Bingo since
1998, Mr. Dybvig has acted as an executive, coach, and manager for amateur
hockey, fastball, and volleyball. He earned the Saskatchewan Centennial Medal
from the Province of Saskatchewan in 2005. The original submission is attached
(see Attachment 1).

“Kilpatrick” — Robert Allen Kilpatrick entered the College of Education at the
University of Saskatchewan in 1952. After teaching high school for a brief time in
Indian Head, Mr. Kilpatrick went on to work for the federal government in the
Department of National Revenue. Mr. Kilpatrick’s career with the federal
government culminated in his appointment as Deputy Minister of International
Trade in 1993. In 1995, Mr. Kilpatrick accepted an honorary Doctorate from the
University of Saskatchewan and gave the convocation address. The original
submission is attached (see Attachment 2).

The name Kilpatrick is not on the Names Master List; however, the name
Kirkpatrick currently exists as roadways in the Dundonald neighbourhood. As
such, it is recommended that if Kilpatrick is endorsed to be added to the Names
Master List, it only be added for use for a park or civic facility.

“Flood” and “Greenaway” — John Flood and Norman (Ted) Greenaway are the
founders of Asphalt Services Ltd. (ASL), a Saskatoon-based paving business
that began operations in 1950. ASL is a significant contributor to the
construction, development, and expansion of the infrastructure in Saskatoon. It
is estimated that ASL has constructed over 3,000 lane kilometres of roadway in
Saskatoon. The original submission is attached (see Attachment 3).

“Kostiuk” — Peter Kostiuk is the longest surviving Ukrainian World War |l veteran
in Saskatoon and Saskatchewan. He was born in Albertown, Saskatchewan, in
1916 and returned to Saskatoon after the war where he was married and has

Page 2 of 4
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Naming Advisory Committee Report

lived ever since. In his younger days, he volunteered many hours with the
Ukrainian Brotherhood at St. George’s Ukrainian Cathedral. The original
submission is attached (see Attachment 4).

Background Information Requests

1) “Lions” — The Lions Club of Saskatoon applied for the name “Lions” to be used
for a park naming. It was approved and added to the Names Master List in
March 2012. At its February 23, 2012 NAC meeting, the Lions Club suggested
that they were prepared to pay for lighting for a park. The NAC suggested that a
district or multi-district park be used to apply the “Lions” name, as neighbourhood
parks in Saskatoon are not lit. To date, an appropriate park has not been
chosen. The next opportunity for a naming of a district park may be in the
Evergreen, Elk Point, or Aspen Ridge neighbourhoods.

2) “‘Henry Dayday” — “Henry Dayday” was added to the Names Master List in
October 2000. It was applied to be used for roadways in the Aspen Ridge
neighbourhood in February 2015. According to the Naming Policy, names of
former elected officials of the City will remain on the Names Master List after their
initial use, for potential future use. “Dayday” or “Henry Dayday” has the potential
to be used for a civic facility or park naming.

Public and/or Stakeholder Involvement
Stakeholders or members of the public are invited to make a short presentation to the
NAC in support of their naming submissions.

Policy Implications

The screening of requests and suggestions for naming or renaming of municipally-
owned or controlled facilities, streets, suburban development areas, neighbourhoods,
and parks must be in compliance with the Naming Policy.

Other Considerations/Implications
There are no options, financial, environmental, privacy, or CPTED implications or
considerations. A communication plan is not required at this time.

Due Date for Follow-up and/or Project Completion
No follow-up is required.

Public Notice
Public notice, pursuant to Section 3 of Public Notice Policy No. C01-021, is not required.

Attachments

1. Dybvig Original Submission

2 Kilpatrick Original Submission

3. Flood and Greenaway Original Submission
4 Kostiuk Original Submission

Page 3 of 4
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Naming Advisory Committee Report

Report Approval

Written by: Daniel McLaren, Planner, Planning and Development
Reviewed by: Alan Wallace, Director of Planning and Development
Approved by: Lynne Lacroix, Acting General Manager, Community Services Department

S/Reports/DS/2015/NAC — Naming Advisory Committee Report/ks

Page 4 of 4
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Saskatchewan Hockey Association

- Zone 6 Director (3yrs)

Coach

-Minor Hockey Barons and Aces from 1977-1986 (10yrs)

-Junior Hockey Saskatoon Chiefs from 1994-95.(1yr)
-Senior Hockey Delisle Bruins 1994-1995 (2yrs)

NSJHL (North Saskatchewan Junior Hockey League)

-President from 1995-2007 (13yrs)

PJHL (Prairie Junior Hockey League)

- Instrumental in combining the NSJHL with the SSJHL to form the PJHL which is now a 10
team league throughout the province.

-Vice President From 2008-2010 (3yrs)
-President from 2010-2015 (6yrs)

Ladies Fastball

Coach

- Senior Ladies Fastball (Softball} - Saskatoon Renegades — (3yrs)

- which were Provincial Intermediate “C*” Champions - 2004,

- Lasers Squirt and Peewee (4yrs)

- Midget Selects Provincial Champions (1yr)

- Which the Selects represented Saskatchewan at Canadians in Antogonish, Nova Scotia

Saskatoon Minor Softball League

-Executive for (4yrs)

Men's Fastball

Manager

- Senior Men’s Fast Pitch (Softball) - Saskatoon Merchants - 4 years.

- Provincial Senior “A” Champions - 2003 and 2004.

- Canadian Senior “A” Championships finished in the top 8 in 2002, 2003 and 2004.
- Canadian Senior “A” Bronze medal Champions in 2004,

18




- Junior Diamond Backs Provincial Champions (1yr)

Head Coach

-Delisle Brewhouse Tigers represented Saskatchewan in Western Canadians in Calgary (1yr)
Assistant Coach

- Toontown Thunder from 2008-2011 (4yrs)

High School Athletics

-Saskatchewan High Schools Athletic Association - Section 4 Director - 4 years.

-Saskatchewan High School Athletics "SHSA" Awarded Bob the Merit award in 1985 for
his contributions to high school athletics.

~Track official from 1971-86 (15yrs)
-High school athletics committee member

-Coached High school Volleyball from 1975-90 (15 years)

General Community Involvement 1971 - 2001

-Westview Community Association - President - 1 year, Director - | year.
-Saskatoon West Teachers Association - President - 2 years, LINC member - 2 years.
-Volunteer for Junior Hockey — (3yrs)

-Numerous Provincial, Western Canadian, National and World Championships

Awards

-Merit Award from Saskatchewan High Schools Athletic Association which only (1) is given out
each year,

~Saskatchewan Centennial Medal from the Province of Saskatchewan in 2005.
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ATTACHMENT 2
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ROBERT ALLEN KILPATRICK

I was born in Saskatoon and after graduating from Bedford Road Collegiate, entered the
College of Education at the University of Saskatchewan in 1952. I taught for two years
after graduation in the small four-room high school at Indian Head, Sask. Upon hearing
of job opportunities in the federal government which might offer international
opportunities, I wrote the Public Service exam and, to my amazement, ended up working
for the Department of National Revenue, which led to my being posted to Prague,
Czechoslovakia as part of the Canadian Legation. Two years in Prague left me hungry
for other work involving international travel so in 1962 L applied for and was successful
in joining the Trade Commissioner Service of the then Department of Trade and
Commerce. After a year of training, I was posted to Accera, Ghana for two years and then
Mexico City for three years, in both cases working in the Trade Section of the embassy,
promoting Canadian goods and services to those and neighbouring countries. A three-
year assignment in Ottawa followed, after which I was appointed as Consul and Senior
Trade Commissioner in Cleveland, Ohio, i.e. head of the Consulate covering Ohio,
Kentucky and West Virginia. Returning to Ottawa in 1974, 1 had a series of assignments,
culminating in my appointment as Director General of the Trade Commissioner Service.

In 1981 I was appointed Commissioner for Canada (responsible for all Canada’s
interests) in Hong Kong. In 1983 the International Trade Department amalgamated with
the Dept. of Foreign Affairs, thus becoming the Dept. of Foreign Affairs and
Internationa! Trade and I was asked to return to Ottawa as the Assistant Deputy Minister
of the Asia Pacific Region and later the ADM of International Trade Development for
Canada.

in 1988 I was appointed High Commissioner to Australia, Papua New Guinea, Solomon
Islands and Vanuatu, followed by an appointment in 1991 as Deputy Minister of Western
Economic Development, a federal department headquartered in Edmonton, My career
with the federal public service culminated in my being appointed Deputy Minister of
International Trade (and Commissioner of the Northern Pipe Line) in 1993. Iserved on
the Boards of the Export Development Corporation, the Royal Canadian Mint, the Asia
Pacific Foundation, the Canadian Nuclear Association and the Energy Council of
Canada. 1995 was a momentous year, as it was the year I was humbled and honoured to
accept an honorary Doctorate from the University of Saskatchewan and to give the
convocation address. It was also the year that I left the Government to become Vice-
President of Marketing for Atomic Energy of Canada Limited. Two years later, 1 was
appointed President and CEO of AECL where I remained until I retired in 2001,

An interesting career and one never envisaged when I entered the College of Education
but one which was enhanced not only by my parents’ good Saskatchewan values and
strong work ethic, but by the excellent academic background, communication skills and
teaching experience gleaned from my years at the U. of S. College of Education.
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January 27, 2015

City of Saskatoon Naming Advisory Committee

Community Services Department, Planning and Development Branch
222-3% Avenue North

Saskatoon, SK $7K 0J5

ATTN: Daniel McLaren

Dear Committee,

I'would like to add a few of my own opinions and valuations of my friend Allen Kitpatrick.
He is a man of good character, very humble, and relates well to people of all walks of life.

His track record around the world and success speaks for itself. He has keen sense of interest in the arts
music, sports, and world affairs, and family.

r

He likes to get back to Saskatoon because he is just a good old prairie boy that appreciates his home
city. I wish that all of the Naming Advisory Committee would have the opportunity of meeting Allen
Kilpatrick in person.

I would like to express my sincere thanks for your consideration of possibly naming a place in
Saskatoon’s proud history that would honor Allen Kilpatrick.

Sincerely,

€ Los cod KLt

Elwood Flynn
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Flood and Greenaway Original Submission ATTACHMENT 3
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Feb 21, 2015
Attention: Naming Advisory Committee:
Enclosed, please find our application form for “Kostiuk”

We had no idea that my father — Peter Kostiuk, had history significant to our city and province, until he was contacted by
the Musee Ukraina Museum here in Saskatoon several years ago. At that time they notified him that he was then {and
still is) currently the iongest surviving Ukrainian WW11 vet in Saskatoon as well as Saskatchewani!

The Musee Ukraina Museum, invited him to a gala event at which time he was officially recognized and honored. {It
may be one of the few times he ever rode in a limousinef) Since that time he has had his picture in one of the Ukrainian
calendars, (enclosed) that shows his enlistment picture and his discharge certificate (he was Mr, November®), We have
also enclosed a write up from the Ukrainian Brotherhood magazine which depicts his distinction as the oldest Ukrainian
WW11 Vet in Saskatoon and Saskatchewan. He was also honored by being asked to participate in the church service
held here in Saskatoon, when His Beatitude Patriarch Sviatoslav Shevchuk came to Canada (also pictured in this
magazine).

Dad {Peter Kostiuk) was born Oct 20, 1916 near Albertown, Sk. He was the third oldest of a family of ten and his older
two brothers, even though of enlistment age, were allowed to stay back and look after the family farm. He lived in rural
Saskatchewan until he went to war and his childhood sweetheart waited all that time for his return. Dad served in the
United Kingdom, Continental Europe, North Pacific, Holland and Belgium. He was trained as a rifleman, sniper and signal
man. When the war was over, they were married and have lived in Saskatoon ever since. Mom passed away 27 yrs ago
and Dad will turn 99 this fall and is still going strong. We feel the idea of having a street or park or neighborhood or
whatever you deem appropriate, named after him is awesome. We are not sure how long this naming acceptance
process takes, but what an awesome gift this would be and testament to the veterans {specifically Ukrainian} of this city,
if it could happen while he is stili alive and before he turns 100 next yearli This would be a total surprise for him.

His outstanding attribute is surviving four years in WW11 representing the Saskatoon Light Infantry, which is life risking
and courage in and of itselff He has volunteered many hours with the Ukrainian Brotherhood at St, George’s Ukrainian
Cathedral in his younger years. He also betongs to St. George’s Seniors as weil. His greatest gift to others these days is
his smile and fantastic sense of humor which anyone who knows him will attest to. He currently resides in his own
apartment at 5t. Volodymyr’s Villa on Louise Place.

If you would like references, { am sure Diane Boyko (Saskatoon Catholic School Board) would be happy to talk to you as
well. We would {as Dad would) be greatly honored if you could please consider and choose this outstanding gentlemen
for your naming process.

Regards;

Lobed Kot
Rob;ert Kostiuk
306 382-5983

bckostiuk@sasktel.net
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Fo/ioC BPATCTBA

Oldest Ukrainian Veteran in Saskatchewan - Brother Peter Kostiuk

Peter Kostiuk was born on October 20, 1916 on a farm
near Albertown, to parents Harry and Mary (nee
Berezowski). Peter was called to the Canadian Army on
July 16, 1942. He trained in many locations throughout
western Canada bhefore being sent overseas. Peter
served in the United Kingdom, Continental Europe,
North Pacific region as well as in Holland and Belgium.
Peter was trained as a rifleman, sniper and signal man.
He was honourably discharged in January 30, 1946 and
married Doris Katerynych in 1947.

L-: Patrfcr'a Mialkowsky, Rose Worona, Gfadys Rogalski, Marle
Woytowich, Bro. Peter Kostiuk, Bro, Micheal Mialkowsky, His
Beatitude Patriarch Sviatosiav Shevchuk

Peter worked as a welder for most of his life. He has
one son and three grandchildren. Peter is a long time
member of St. George’s Ukrainian Catholic Cathedral in
Saskatoon, a member of the Ukrainian Catholic
Brotherhood Bishop Roborecki Branch since 1990, St.
George's seniors and Saskatoon Light Infantry,

BPATCTBO YKPAIHLIB KATOAWKIB KAHAOU

131]
31

VOICE OF THE BROTHERHOOD

Recently he had the honour of being a candle bearer for
the blessing of the new Musée Ukraina Museum by His
Beatitude Patriarch Sviatoslav Shevchuk.

Peter continues to be an active member of his
community as he is enjoying retirement at St.
Volodymyr Villa in Saskatoon at the age of 96 years.

Xpucrtoc PasaaeTbeal ,31\»’3!%!“1!1;@
g

Cnasite Viorol

Christ is Born!
Let us Glorify Him! 4

Musee Ukraina Museum is located in the
heart of Saskatoon's historic community. A
place that celebrates and preserves the
religious history of the

cuiturml and

Ukrainian people.

Fzase visit the museum website for mora informatizn

WYY UM sAsktoon, com

!3 Muszde Ukraina Museumn Sakatcon

222 Avenus N Sumh

Saskatizeon, B

Creoted By Brother Victor Fedyna, KSV, Edmontan.

UKRAINIAN CATHOLIC BROTHERHOOD OF CANADA
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Request for Extension — Innovative Housing Incentives and
Sale of Predesignated Site — 211 Slimmon Road

Recommendation

1. That the Innovative Housing Incentives Agreement with Habitat for Humanity
Saskatoon Inc. be amended to extend the expected completion date for the
affordable housing project at 211 Slimmon Road to June 30, 2018; and

2. That the City Solicitor be requested to prepare the appropriate agreements and
that His Worship the Mayor and the City Clerk be authorized to execute the
agreements under the Corporate Seal.

Topic and Purpose

The purpose of this report is to allow Habitat for Humanity Saskatoon Inc. (Habitat
for Humanity) additional time to complete their affordable housing project at

211 Slimmon Road.

Report Highlights

1. The Administration is recommending that Habitat for Humanity be
granted additional time to complete the affordable housing project at
211 Slimmon Road.

2. Habitat for Humanity’s project at 211 Slimmon Road addresses many priorities in
the City of Saskatoon’s (City) 2013 — 2022 Housing Business Plan (Housing
Business Plan) and fills a housing need that no other organization in Saskatoon
addresses.

Strategic Goal
This report supports the City’s long-term Strategic Goal of Quality of Life by increasing
the supply and range of affordable housing options.

Background

On December 6, 2010, the site located at 211 Slimmon Road was predesignated by
City Council for affordable housing. City Council authorized Saskatoon Land to sell the
site through a Request for Proposal (RFP) process to the proponent that received the
highest score based on evaluation criteria set by City Council.

During its August 11, 2011 meeting, City Council approved a recommendation to sell
this site to Habitat for Humanity, whose proposal to build 12 affordable townhouse units
received the highest score on the evaluation criteria. City Council approved funding of
$181,500 and a five-year incremental property tax abatement under Innovative Housing
Incentives Policy No. C09-002. The cash grant was provided in the form of a
discounted purchase price under the Land Cost Reduction Program when Habitat for
Humanity took possession of the site in May 2012.

ROUTING: Community Services Dept. — SPC on PDCS DELEGATION: n/a
July 20, 2015 — File No. CK 750-4 and PL 951-90
Page 1 of 3
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Request for Extension — Innovative Housing Incentives and Sale of Predesignated
Site — 211 Slimmon Road

Habitat for Humanity entered into an Innovative Housing Incentives Agreement
(Agreement) with the City in which they agreed to use their best efforts to finish all work
on the site, on or before, August 15, 2014.

During its January 20, 2014 meeting, City Council resolved to amend the Innovative
Housing Incentives Agreement with Habitat for Humanity, extending the completion date
for the affordable housing project at 211 Slimmon Road to November 30, 2015.

Report

Habitat for Humanity Requires Additional Time to Complete Affordable Housing Project
The City provided Habitat for Humanity with a grant of $181,500 under the Land Cost
Reduction Program that helped Habitat for Humanity purchase the site at

211 Slimmon Road. The Innovative Housing Incentives Policy No. C09-002 allows non-
profit housing providers to receive, in advance, the capital grant that they typically would
receive upon project completion. This provision helps non-profit housing providers to
secure land in new areas that lack affordable housing. The amount of the grant that
Habitat for Humanity received was based on the estimated cost of building the 12 units.

Habitat for Humanity has not started construction on the site at 211 Slimmon Road and
is requesting a three-year extension, which will allow them to complete the project in
phases, with the final units being complete by June 2018.

Habitat for Humanity has faced challenges in recruiting volunteers and securing
sufficient donations to begin this project. In the past year, Habitat for Humanity has
completed five units in the Riversdale and Westmount neighbourhoods, which will allow
the organization to now focus its resources on the Slimmon Road project. Habitat for
Humanity’s proposal is to complete the 12-unit project, one building at a time, with three
units complete in 2016, six units complete in 2017, and the final three units complete in
2018.

In addition to the City’s funding, each housing unit may qualify for a $65,000 cash grant
from the Saskatchewan Housing Corporation when construction is commenced. Habitat
for Humanity has new funding and volunteer partnerships with Lafarge Canada Inc.,
Hamm Construction Ltd., Graham Construction & Engineering Inc., PCL Construction
Management Inc., and the Saskatoon Fire Department, which has a station next door to
the building site.

The Administration supports Habitat for Humanity’s request for an extension,
recognizing that the timing of donations and the availability of volunteer labour is not
always predictable.

Habitat for Humanity’s Project addresses City Priorities
When complete, the project at 211 Slimmon Road will address a number of priorities in
the City’s Housing Business Plan, including:

1) attainable housing in all neighbourhoods;

Page 2 of 3
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Request for Extension — Innovative Housing Incentives and Sale of Predesignated
Site — 211 Slimmon Road

2) accessible housing;
3) housing that meets identified needs (large families); and
4) energy efficient housing.

Habitat for Humanity provides home ownership opportunities to families with very low
incomes who typically cannot afford to purchase a home under the City’s Mortgage
Flexibilities Support Program.

Options to the Recommendation

City Council can choose to deny Habitat for Humanity an extension to the completion
date for the project at 211 Slimmon Road. This would obligate Habitat for Humanity,
under the terms of the Agreement, to repay the City the $181,500 in funding already
provided for this project.

Public and/or Stakeholder Involvement
Public and/or stakeholder consultations were not required.

Financial Implications

If City Council were to request that the $181,500 grant be repaid and were to cancel the
five incremental property tax abatements, the City could use these resources to support
other projects.

Other Considerations/Implications
There are no policy, environmental, privacy, or CPTED implications or considerations.
No communication plan is required at this time.

Due Date for Follow-up and/or Project Completion
The project at 211 Slimmon Road is expected to be complete by June 2018.

Public Notice
Public notice, pursuant to Section 3 of Public Notice Policy No. C01-021, is not required.

Report Approval

Written by: Daryl Sexsmith, Housing Analyst, Planning and Development
Reviewed by: Alan Wallace, Director of Planning and Development

Reviewed by: Frank Long, Director of Saskatoon Land

Approved by: Randy Grauer, General Manager, Community Services Department

S/Reports/CP/2015/PDCS — Request for Extension — Innovative Housing Incentives and Sale of Predesignated Site — 211 Slimmon
Road/ks

Page 3 of 3
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Request for Funding — 2017 Canadian Country Music Awards —
Special Events Policy No. C03-007

Recommendation

1. That funding, in the amount of $150,000, be approved for the 2017 Canadian
Country Music Awards, under the Special Event (Arts) category of Special
Events Policy No. C03-007;

2. That funding, in the amount of $135,000, be approved for release to Tourism
Saskatoon on August 1, 2015, to be used towards the 2017 Canadian Country
Music Awards licensing fees; and

3. That the remaining $15,000 be released to Tourism Saskatoon upon completion
of the event and submission of a post-event evaluation report, including audited
financial statements.

Topic and Purpose

The purpose of this report is to seek approval of grant funding for the 2017 Canadian
Country Music Awards (CCMA), being hosted in Saskatoon from September 7 to

10, 2017.

Report Highlights

1. The 2017 CCMA will take place from September 7 to 10, 2017, and is being
hosted at Teachers Credit Union (TCU) Place and SaskTel Centre. Itis
estimated that public attendance numbers may reach 15,000 participants.

2. The Administration has reviewed the business plan and has concluded it meets
all the eligibility criteria for funding under the Special Event (Arts) category of
Special Events Policy No. C03-007 (Special Events Policy).

3. Tourism Saskatoon has requested that grant funding be advanced, as outlined in
the recommendations, which will be used towards the CCMA licensing fee for the
hosting of this event.

Strategic Goal

Under the City of Saskatoon’s (City) Strategic Goal of Quality of Life, the
recommendations in this report support the long-term strategy to support community
building through direct investment.

Background

On May 7, 2015, the Administration received a draft business plan submission from
Tourism Saskatoon requesting funding in the amount of $150,000 for the 2017 CCMA
(see Attachment 1). On June 2, 2015, a final business plan submission was received.
The Administration reviewed the business plan to determine if 2017 CCMA is eligible for
funding under the Special Event (Arts) Category of the Special Events Policy.

ROUTING: Community Services Dept. — SPC on PDCS DELEGATION: N/A
July 20, 2015 — File No. CK 1870-15 and RS 1870-12-2
Page 1 of 3
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Request for Funding — 2017 Canadian Country Music Awards — Special Events
Policy No. C03-007

Report

2017 CCMA

The event is being hosted at SaskTel Centre and TCU Place, as well as other local
venues, from September 7 to 10, 2017, and it is estimated that attendance at the
various events held over these four days may exceed 15,000 participants. This
estimate is based on public attendance numbers from the 2014 CCMA event.

Other Funding Sources

The Provincial Government has been asked to contribute $350,000 towards this event.
This amount has not yet been confirmed. The organizing committee is looking to
secure $400,000 in sponsorship revenue for this event. Registrations, award show
ticket sales, and other activity ticket sales make up the remaining revenue sources.

Event Business Plan
The Administration has reviewed the business plan submitted for the 2017 CCMA and
has concluded that the key eligibility criteria have been met as follows:
a) minimum $100,000 operating budget;
b) significant economic impact to the city; and
C) CCMA estimates that this event will generate over $4.7 million net
economic impact on the community, based on the Sport Tourism
Economic Assessment Model (STEAM) used to provide an overview of
this event’s economic impact.

Attachment 2 provides a summary of event highlights taken from the business plan
submission.

Release of Grant Funding

Tourism Saskatoon has requested that $135,000 be advanced to assist with expenses
being incurred in advance of the event. These expenses relate to the CCMA licensing
fee, which is to be paid in advance of the event taking place.

The Administration is recommending that $135,000 of the grant request be advanced,
effective August 1, 2015, and that the remaining $15,000 would be paid upon
submission of a post-event evaluation report, including audited financial statements for
the event. This recommendation is based on findings from the 2012 Grants Audit,
which indicated that compliance of submitting post-event evaluation reports were not
being fulfilled in some cases and that withholding a portion of the funding request would
promote compliance to Special Events Policy requirements in this regard.

Options to the Recommendation

The options that may be considered are:
1) deny the recommendations outlined in this report;
2) suggest a grant amount other than the original amount requested; or
3) suggest a grant advance amount other than that recommended.

Page 2 of 3
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Request for Funding — 2017 Canadian Country Music Awards — Special Events
Policy No. C03-007

Public and/or Stakeholder Involvement

On May 7, 2015, the Administration received a draft business plan submission from
Tourism Saskatoon requesting funding in the amount of $150,000 for the 2017 CCMA.
A final business plan submission was received on June 2, 2015.

Communication Plan

The Administration will inform Tourism Saskatoon of the Planning, Development and
Community Services (PDCS) Committee’s decision regarding the outcome of the
recommendations outlined in this report.

Financial Implications

The 2014 ending balance in the Special Event Reserve was $1,056,139, which is
comprised of $505,000 in the Special Event Category and $551,139 in the Profile
Saskatoon Event Category. Attachment 3 outlines the funding and expenditures for the
Special Event Reserve for 2015.

Other Considerations/Implications
There are no policy, environmental, privacy, or CPTED implications or considerations.

Due Date for Follow-up and/or Project Completion

A post-event evaluation report, including audited financial statements, is to be submitted
by the CCMA to the Administration within 90 days of event completion (submission by
January 15, 2018).

Public Notice
Public notice, pursuant to Section 3 of Public Notice Policy No. C01-021, is not required.

Attachments

1. 2017 Canadian Country Music Awards Business Plan

2. Event Business Plan Highlights

3. Projected 2015 Special Event Reserve Funding and Expenditures

Report Approval

Written by: Loretta Odorico, Facility Supervisor, Customer Service, Recreation and Sport
Reviewed by: Cary Humphrey, Director of Recreation and Sport
Approved by: Randy Grauer, General Manager, Community Services Department

S:\Reports\RS\2015\PDCS — Request for Funding — 2017 Canadian Country Music Awards — Special Events Policy No. C03-007\kt
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ATTACHMENT 2

Event Business Plan Highlights

Event Purpose

The annual Canadian Country Music Week promotes and recognizes Canadian
country music talents over the course of this four-day event, culminating with the
Awards show.

This event brings together country music fans, artists, high-profile music industry
players, and national media from coast to coast for a celebration of country music
through various activities and events held in facilities throughout Saskatoon.

Local Organizing Committee

The local organizing committee (committee) is committed to working closely with
the Canadian Country Music Association (CCMA) to ensure a successful event.
Many of the local organizing committee members were past members of the
2012 CCMA event hosted in Saskatoon, which will provide past experience and
knowledge in hosting such an event.

The committee is chaired by Dawn Woroniuk. Ms. Woroniuk is the Promotions
and Client Services Manager at Saskatoon Media Group. Other committee
members include:

Shawna Nelson—Sheraton Cavalier

Mitch Riabko—Great Works Consulting

Diane Boyko—Greater Saskatoon Catholic Schools

Trish Cheveldayoff—Trish Cheveldayoff Communications and Consulting

Hugh Vassos—Vassos Marketing Group

Kaelen Klypak—SaskMusic

Gerard Cullen—TCU Place

Event Operating Budget
The budget outlines the expected revenue and expenditure for the 2017 CCMA
event. A summary of the operating budget is as follows:

Total Income $2,010,000
Grants/Sponsorships $1,000,000
Registrations $400,000

Ticket Sales $610,000

Total Expense $2,010,000
Hosting Fee $500,000

Facilities/Food $940,000

Production Costs $555,000

Legacy $15,000

Surplus/ (Loss) $0
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Economic Impact

Based on public attendance statistics for the 2014 CCMA event, it is estimated
that 15,000 public participants will be attending this event. Using the Sport
Tourism Economic Assessment Model (STEAM), it is estimated that this event
will produce a Gross Domestic Product (GDP) of $4.7 million, which is the net
economic impact the event has on the community.

External Media Attention

The annual CCMA event is broadcast on national television on both CBC and
Country Music Television (CMT) which will put the spotlight on Saskatoon as the
host city.

Other Funding Sources
The Provincial Government has been asked to contribute $350,000 towards this
event. This amount has not yet been confirmed.
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ATTACHMENT 3

Projected 2015 Special Event Reserve Funding and Expenditures

| SPECIAL EVENTS | PROFILE SASKATOON | TOTAL RESERVE |

2014 Ending Balance ($505,000) ($551,139) ($1,056,139)
2015 Annual Provision ($250,000) ($250,000) ($500,000)
2015 Projected Requests $165,000 $440,500 $605,500
2017 CCMA Request to be Advanced
in 2015 $135,000
2015 Projected Ending Balance ($455,000) ($360,639) ($815,639)
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Land Use Applications Received by the Community Services
Department For the Period Between May 14, 2015 to July 2, 2015

Recommendation
That the information be received.

Topic and Purpose

The purpose of this report is to provide detailed information on land use applications
received by the Community Services Department from the period between

May 14, 2015 to July 2, 2015

Report

Each month, land use applications within the city of Saskatoon are received and
processed by the Community Services Department. See Attachment 1 for a detailed
description of these applications.

Public Notice
Public notice, pursuant to Section 3 of Public Notice Policy No. C01-02, is not required.

Attachment
1. Land Use Applications

Report Approval
Reviewed by: Alan Wallace, Director of Planning and Development
Approved by: Randy Grauer, General Manager, Community Services Department

S/Reports/DS/2015/PDCS - Land Use Apps — July 20, 2014/kt

ROUTING: Community Services Dept. — SPC on PDCS DELEGATION: n/a
July 20, 2015 — File No. CK 4000-5, PL 4132, PL 4355-D, PL 4350, PL 4300
Page 1 of 1
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Denial of Proposed Plan of Subdivision — 715 Walmer Road
and 202 Avenue H North

Recommendation

That Subdivision Application No. 05/15 be denied as proposed Lot 9, as shown on Plan
of Proposed Subdivision of Lots 5 to 9, Block 10, Plan No. F2006, dated

November 5, 2014, does not comply with the Development Standards of Zoning Bylaw
No. 8770 regarding minimum site area for a one-unit dwelling in the B2 Zoning District.

Topic and Purpose

An application has been submitted by Webster Surveys Ltd. to subdivide Lots 5 to 9
inclusive, Block 10, Plan No. F2006 (202 Avenue H North and 715 Walmer Road), as
shown in Attachment 1.

The purpose of the subdivision is to create a usable area for parking behind

202 Avenue H North by taking a section of the southern piece of 715 Walmer Road (see
Attachment 2). It is the property owner’s intention to retain the existing dwelling at

715 Walmer Road. As a result of the proposed subdivision, Lot 9 (715 Walmer Road)
will not comply with the minimum site area for a one-unit dwelling under Zoning Bylaw
No. 8770 (Zoning Bylaw).

Report Highlights

1. The application to subdivide 202 Avenue H North and 715 Walmer Road does
not comply with the minimum site area for a one-unit dwelling under the Zoning
Bylaw. The property owners wish to appeal the decision, which requires the
subdivision application to be denied by the Standing Policy Committee (SPC) on
Planning, Development and Community Services (PDCS).

Strategic Goal

Subdivisions that comply with the appropriate policies and regulations support the
Strategic Goal of Sustainable Growth through working to increase and encourage infill
development and balanced growth.

Background

An application was received by the Community Services Department on

January 22, 2015, to subdivide 202 Avenue H North and 715 Walmer Road. The Plan
of Proposed Subdivision, submitted for the application, proposes to adjust the
boundaries of two sites, one of which would not comply with the minimum site area for a
one-unit dwelling under the Zoning Bylaw (see Attachment 3).

Under provisions of the Zoning Bylaw and in accordance with The Planning and
Development Act, 2007, an applicant for subdivision has the right to appeal to the
Development Appeals Board if their application for subdivision has been denied. To file

ROUTING: Community Services Dept. - SPC on PDCS DELEGATION: n/a
July 20, 2015 — Files: CK 4300-1, PL 4300 — 87/14
Page 1 of 2
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Denial of Proposed Plan of Subdivision — 715 Walmer Road and 202 Avenue H North

an appeal with the Development Appeals Board, the applicant must first apply for the
subdivision, and subsequently, the subdivision must be denied by the SPC on PDCS.

Report

The Plan of Proposed Subdivision of Lots 5 to 9, Block 10, Plan No. F2006, dated
November 5, 2014, shows two proposed sites; one site containing an existing one-
storey commercial building and one site (Lot 9) containing a one-unit dwelling.

The proposed site containing the one-unit dwelling is 206.97 square meters (m?).
Section 10.4.2(1) of the Zoning Bylaw currently requires that the site area for one-unit
dwelling sites in the B2 District be a minimum of 225 m?, creating a site area deficiency
of 18.03 m?.

Public and/or Stakeholder Involvement

Subdivision applications are referred to various internal and external stakeholders as
part of the review process. No significant issues were noted during this review process.
Refer to Attachment 4 for comments from the review process.

Other Considerations/Implications
There are no options, policy, financial, environmental, privacy, or CPTED implications or
considerations. No communication plan is required.

Due Date for Follow-up and/or Project Completion
No follow-up is required.

Public Notice
Public notice, pursuant to Section 3 of Public Notice Policy No. C01-021, is not required.

Attachments

1. Plan of Proposed Subdivision

2. [llustrative Plan

3. Location Plan

4. Comments from Other Divisions

Report Approval

Written by: Keith Folkersen, Planner, Planning and Development
Reviewed by: Alan Wallace, Director of Planning and Development
Approved by: Randy Grauer, General Manager, Community Services Department

S\Reports\DS\2015\PDCS — Denial of Proposed Plan of Subdivision — 715 Walmer Road and 202 Avenue H North\ks
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Plan of Proposed Subdivision ATTACHMENT 1
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lllustrative Plan ATTACHMENT 2
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Location Plan

ATTACHMENT 3

COMMUNITY SERVICES DEPARTMENT

APPLICATION NO.
05/15

PROPOSAL

Plan of Proposed Subdivision

EXISTING ZONING
B2

LEGAL DESCRIPTION
Lots 5 to 8, Block 10, Plan No. F2006, and Part of Lot 9,

Block 10, Plan No. F2006

CIVIC ADDRESS
202 Avenue H North and
715 Walmer Road

NEIGHBOURHOOD
Caswell Hill

APPLICATION

VERIFIED COMPLETE

June 15, 2015

DECISION OF APPROVING
AUTHORITY ON OR BEFORE
September 13, 2015

DATE
June 15, 2015

APPLICANT

Webster Surveys Ltd.
100 310 Wellman Lane
Saskatoon SK S7T 0J1

OWNER

Tim Ryan and Patrick Wolfe
401 Witney Avenue
Saskatoon SK S7L 3M6

LOCATION PLAN
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ATTACHMENT 4

Comments From Other Divisions

The proposed subdivision, as noted in the report, was distributed and found to be
acceptable by the following departments/divisions, without any comments:

ONOORWON =

Recreation and Sport (Brad Babyak)

Parks Division (Darren Crilly)

Fire and Protective Services (Wayne Rodger)

Saskatoon Police Service (Carla Leuschen-Mewis)
Environmental Services Solid Waste (Debbie Kautzman)
Transportation and Utilities (Daryl Schmidt, Valerie Hardy)
Saskatoon Light and Power (MD Mohosin)

Building Standards (Roger Bradley)
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Concept Plan for Redevelopment of 920 Avenue R North -
Jubilee Residences Inc.

Recommendation
That the information be received.

Topic and Purpose

The purpose of this report is to provide information related to the concept plan for the
redevelopment of the Jubilee Heights site beginning with the former Mount Pleasant
Court site at 920 Avenue R North.

Report Highlights
1. Jubilee Residences Inc. is proposing to redevelop the Jubilee Heights site with
additional rental housing as permitted in the current M3 zoning district.

2. The project will help meet the targets of the City’s Ten-Year Housing Business
Plan.

Strategic Goal
This report supports the City of Saskatoon’s (City) long-term Strategic Goal of Quality of
Life by increasing the supply and range of affordable housing options.

Background

On February 28, 1955, City Council approved the transfer of Blocks 13, 14, 15, and 16,
Plan G, No.165 to Jubilee Residences at a price of $1 in support of their plan to build
affordable housing for seniors on the site. On August 1, 1955, City Council approved
lane and street closures between these blocks to create a large campus-style site called
Jubilee Heights bordered by Avenue P, Avenue R, 29" Street, and 31°' Street.

In 1959, Jubilee Residences developed two seniors’ housing projects on the Jubilee
Heights site; Mount Royal Court and Mount Pleasant Court. Along with these projects,
Porteous Lodge was built for seniors no longer able to live independently. Jubilee
Residences also sold land parcels on this site to the Saskatoon Housing Authority and
Masons of Saskatoon, both of which developed further affordable rental housing.

In 2004, the units at Mount Pleasant Court were demolished and the site at
920 Avenue R North has remained vacant for the last 11 years.

Section 5.2 of the Official Community Plan (OCP) Bylaw No. 8769 encourages infill
residential development that:
a) helps to meet the housing needs of a diverse population;
b) makes efficient use of civic and community infrastructure; and
c) recognizes the interests of local residents and the impact of development
on neighbourhood character and on infrastructure.

ROUTING: Community Services Dept. — SPC on PDCS DELEGATION: N/A
July 20, 2015 — File No. PL 951-132
Page 1 of 3
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Concept Plan for Redevelopment of 920 Avenue R North - Jubilee Residences Inc.

Section 18.5 of the OCP Bylaw requires appropriate public consultation on land use
issues, such as significant infill redevelopment processes.

Report

Jubilee Residences Proposal — Redevelopment of Jubilee Heights Land

On November 19, 2014, Planning and Development received an application from
Jubilee Residences to develop 70 to 86 rental units at 920 Avenue R North

(see Attachment 1). The project will include eight single family homes facing

Avenue R North, each with a suite in the basement. The project will also have two
multi-unit personal care homes and three 3-storey apartment or townhouse complexes
(see page 12 of Attachment 1).

The single-family homes facing Avenue R North are similar in size and scale to the
neighbouring homes across the street and provide a transition to the taller apartment
buildings. The proposed site plan shows surface parking on the interior of the site and a
play area for young children.

These units at 920 Avenue R North will be constructed in phases over a five-year period
and will be targeted at families, couples, seniors, and singles requiring affordable
housing. The concept plan also shows that at some point in the future, the Mount Royal
Courts site (Avenue R North and 29" Street West) will also be redeveloped with the
potential for a four-storey apartment building.

The site can be serviced and the proposed development is permitted in the existing
M3 zoning district.

The Project will Help Meet the City’s Attainable Housing Targets

This project will be built during a five- to ten-year period, and as housing needs change
during that time, Jubilee Residences can propose revisions to the concept plan. These
revisions may include an increase in density or incorporate affordable housing
ownership. Any revisions that drastically change the initial concept plan will be brought
forward to the Standing Policy Committee on Planning, Development and Community
Services for review. Once the plan is fully finalized and building permits issued, the
project may qualify for financial incentives under the City’s New Rental Construction
Land Cost Rebate Program and the City’s Innovative Housing Incentives Program.

This project aligns with the targets for purpose-built rental and affordable rental housing
identified in the City’s 2013-2022 Housing Business Plan. This will help the City meet
its attainable housing targets in the 2016 to 2018 period and beyond.

Public and/or Stakeholder Involvement

Jubilee Residences hosted two public consultation meetings on November 3 and 5,
2014, with approximately 60 people in attendance. Additionally, Jubilee Residences
met with the presidents of the Hudson Bay Park and Mount Royal Community
Associations. Responses were generally supportive with area residents, businesses,
schools and the community at large confirming the need for more rental
accommodation.

Page 2 of 3
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Concept Plan for Redevelopment of 920 Avenue R North - Jubilee Residences Inc.

Concerns were expressed about additional cars parked on the streets and possible
negative behaviors from future renters. Jubilee Residences responded to these
concerns by indicating that they would provide sufficient off-street parking as required
by Zoning Bylaw No. 8770. They advised they are an experienced landlord with
established procedures for dealing with difficult tenants. For additional information on
the public consultation process and Jubilee Residences’ response to the public
feedback, please see Attachment 2. Attachment 3 contains a complete list of all
feedback received from City departments and external stakeholders.

Communications Plan

Jubilee Residences will host an official project launch and sod-turning ceremony when
construction is scheduled to begin and City representatives will bring greetings at this
event. In the future, should significant amendments to the concept plan be proposed,
Jubilee Residences, with assistance from Planning and Development, will conduct
additional public consultation with area residents and community associations.

Other Considerations/Implications

There are no options, policy, environmental, financial, privacy implications or other
considerations. This report is for information only and does not constitute pre-approval
for any housing incentives. Application for incentives will be received and considered in
due course.

Due Date for Follow-up and/or Project Completion
Construction of the first phase of the project is estimated to begin at the end of 2015.

Public Notice
Public notice, pursuant to Section 3 of Public Notice Policy No. C01-021, is not required.

Attachments

1. Concept Plan Report

2. Public Consultation Report

3. Summary of Feedback Received from City Departments and External Stakeholders

Report Approval

Written by: Michael Kowalchuk, Housing Planner, Planning and Development
Reviewed by: Alan Wallace, Director of Planning and Development
Approved by: Randy Grauer, General Manager, Community Services Department

S:\Reports\CP\2015\PDCS — Concept Plan for Redevelopment of 920 Avenue R North — Jubilee Residences Inc\kt

Page 3 of 3
110



Concept Plan Report ATTACHMENT 1

Jubilee Residences Inc.

Rental Housing Needs Assessment and
Concept Plan for the Redevelopment of
the Former Mount Pleasant Courts
Jubilee Heights Land

(Parcel C Plan G820 Ext 0)

November 17, 2014
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Executive Summary

Jubilee Residences Inc. believes the time is right to redevelop its now unused 3.5 acres
of Parcel C land on the corner of Avenue R North and 31 Street West into modern good
quality rental housing. The need and the economic climate is right to redevelop this
property, to help fill the current housing need and generate additional positive cash flow
that will assist in updating and/or replacing Jubilee’s much older existing portfolio of
affordable rental housing.

The location of the proposed redevelopment is expected to be very attractive to
prospective tenants due to;

e |t's close proximity to the City Centre;

e (Good access to public transit and commuter roadways;

e The quiet and well treed neighbourhood;

¢ Nearby employment opportunities — specifically in healthcare at our adjacent
Porteous Lodge & Villa and St Paul’s Hospital;

e The older age, the condition and placement of much of the existing rental
housing in our region or area; and

e As Jubilee Residences’ future development plans for all of this parcel of land and
other land adjacent and near Porteous Lodge emerge and progress, the
opportunity to be part of a bigger community will also attract.

Our concept plan for the full Parcel C anticipates a phased finalization of design plans,
community reviews, the construction and rental of 70 to 86 mixed housing units and
group care home bedrooms. At this time, we are asking for local area and the City of
Saskatoon’s acceptance of a concept plan that will be comprised of;

e Phase 1 (2014 & 2015) — The construction, landscaping and rental of eight
Avenue R facing detached bi level rental houses, with basement suites.

e Phase 2 (2015 through 2017) — The final selection of group personal care and
higher density rental housing designs, the construction of one/two personal care
homes and related street and green space finishing; to be positioned on the
interior lane portion of our 3.5 acre redevelopment.

e Phase 3 (2016 through 2018) — The construction and related street and green
space finishing and the rental of multi-family housing units; to be positioned on
the interior lane portion of our 3.5 acre redevelopment, to the east of the eight bi
level rental housing units.

Our Parcel C land is currently blessed with a number and varied varieties of mature
trees. As our designs and placements are finalized, we will take steps to retain as many
healthy trees as is reasonably possible.
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1.0 Introduction

The purpose of this report is to present Jubilee Residences’ needs assessment and
concept plan for a proposed market rate / affordable rental housing and personal care
development. The 3.5 acres (Parcel C) on the corner of Avenue R North and 31 Street
West was previously developed as Mount Pleasant Courts rental housing.

The need and the economic climate is right to bring this property back into Jubilee’s
portfolio of rental housing, to help fill the current housing need and to generate
additional positive cash flow that will assist in updating and/or replacing our existing
rental housing.

This report and plan will assist Jubilee Residences Inc. to assess its capacity to
undertake this project as it continues to examine the feasibility of the project, particularly
in terms of the financial commitment required. It will also serve as a tool for the use of
project funders in reviewing the proposed development and its long-term sustainability.

The concept and business plan will be an evolving document, one that will be updated
as the project proceeds through the development stages.

2.0 Background
2.1 An Introduction to Jubilee Residences Inc.

Jubilee Residences is a non-profit corporation that was originally formed by community
members who saw a need within Saskatoon to provide affordable housing for older
adults. Today, as an affiliate of the Saskatoon Health Region, Jubilee Residences'
Porteous and Stensrud Lodges are home to 203 long term care residents. Our goal is to
ensure their lives are as rich and comfortable as possible; we strive to provide the
comforts of home, to show respect, and to provide opportunities for them to share their
wisdom and have fun.

Jubilee also provides affordable housing for approximately 300 older adults in
Cosmopolitan, Eamer and Mount Royal Courts.

A volunteer Board of Directors made up of community minded professionals oversees
the operation of this non-profit organization.

Our Mission — “To meet the needs of residents so they may live with dignity,
companionship, and the assurance of excellent care and service.” This is
accomplished by providing care and support programs to clients, to promote the
individuality of each person, in consultation with the client and their family.
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2.2 History, Services and Current Operations of Jubilee Residences Inc.

In 1955 John D. McAskill, Mayor of Saskatoon, called together a group of community
volunteer leaders to consider developing housing alternatives for senior citizens in
Saskatoon. Under the guidance of Mayor McAskill, the group formed a non-profit
organization that remains a cornerstone of caring for senior citizens in Saskatoon;
Jubilee Residences.

The organization’s first project was a housing project located at Avenue P and 29"
Street. It was called Mount Royal Court and provided sheltered housing in cottages for
46 couples. The demand for sheltered housing became so great that it was soon
necessary to consider building more independent housing units. Consequently, Jubilee
Residences entered into an arrangement with the Saskatchewan Teachers Federation,
to provide sheltered housing for teachers on low-income pensions. Through these
arrangements, Mount Pleasant Court was opened in early 1959 with accommodation for
48 couples in cottages.

During the late 1950’s it became apparent that a fundamental need existed “to care for
those who were no longer able to live independently”. This need is still very real and
evident today. This growing demand for care resulted in the opening of a lodge
adjacent to the Courts. At the time the lodge was built, 1958, it was named Mount
Royal Lodge — in keeping with the district in which it was built. Its first administrator was
George Porteous, who later became Lieutenant Governor of Saskatchewan. It was a
true honour for Mr. Porteous when the name was changed to Porteous Lodge.

In 1965, Jubilee met the growing demand for services for seniors by expanding to a new
site — Taylor Street in the southeast part of the city. In 1965 Cosmopolitan Courts was
built providing 50 cottages for senior couples and 50 suites for single seniors. In 1969,
Eamer Court site was opened providing 103 suites for single seniors. Eight years later,
in 1977, Stensrud Lodge was built on the Taylor Street site. This was a 100-bed
nursing care facility — 43 level Il beds and 57 level |l beds. All these projects were
created in co-operation with the province of Saskatchewan, the City of Saskatoon and
the Saskatoon Cosmopolitan Club.

Over the years, Jubilee has provided a continuum of care to seniors and has strived to
meet their needs, keeping in mind the philosophy that the company has adhered to
since 1955. Our fundamental philosophy is to meet the needs of residents so they may
live with dignity, companionship, and the assurance of excellent care and service.

In 2015, Jubilee will celebrate 60 years of providing safe, affordable housing and
compassionate long-term care for seniors in Saskatoon.
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Jubilee Residences Inc.’s current operations is comprised and facilitated by;

A $16 million non-profit operating budget, 475 residents and 350 staff,
2 sites - one on Taylor St and one on Ave P,

2 long-term care Lodges - Stensrud and Porteous, and

the following 3 existing rental residential Courts.

Mount Royal Courts,
on the West side

Cosmopolitan Courts,
on the East side

Eamer Courts,
on the East side
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3.0

Our Rental Housing Needs Assessment

3.1 Factors Driving Need for Market Rate / Affordable Rental Housing

The need for more rental housing is being driven by a number of factors, including
economic and demographic trends that are expected to continue over the coming years.

3.1.1 Economic Drivers

A strong economy is driving population growth. Saskatchewan produces
commodities the world, particularly China and India, are interested in — potash,
oil, uranium, agricultural products. As the global economy recovers from
recession, commodity demand is projected to build, spurring exports,
investments, employment opportunities and population growth.

A strong economy supports strong employment. In its Spring 2014 Housing
Market Outlook report for the Saskatoon CMA, CMHC noted the Saskatoon
economy has “continued employment growth and rising wages will keep drawing
migrants to the region, adding to overall rental demand. More than 18,000
newcomers have arrived in Saskatoon in the past two years, the majority of
whom have been international migrants with a high propensity to rent upon their
arrival.” The report states that average employment in Saskatoon is expected to
increase further in 2014 and 2015, but at a more moderate rate than the 7.5%
gain in 2013. “The expansion of Saskatoon’s labour market is expected to
generate an average unemployment rate of 4.4 per cent and 4.5 per cent in 2014
and 2015, respectively”.

From the City of Saskatoon’s “2014 Strategic Community Trends” biannual
publication — “Saskatoon’s economy continues to grow at rates that are among
the strongest in the nation. The Conference Board of Canada predicts
Saskatoon’s GDP growth to moderate to 2.9% in 2014 and 2015 after a hefty
6.7% gain in 2013 (the fastest since 1997), while Canada is expected to grow
2.2% during this period.”

3.1.2 Demographic Drivers

Population growth: In 2013, Saskatoon’s population surpassed 248,000. Since
2009, the city has grown by approximately 30,000 people. From the City of
Saskatoon’s “2014 Strategic Community Trends” biannual publication — “Based
on Statistics Canada Annual population estimates, the City of Saskatoon has
been growing at an average annual rate of 3.1% for the period 2009-2013 and
3.8% for the 2011-2013 period. Maintaining a 3% growth rate will mean
Saskatoon’s population will be approximately 279,000 by 2017.”
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Immigration growth: “Saskatchewan’s population grew by about 5,000 people
during the first quarter of 2014, due primarily to net international migration of
about 3,000 people.” ( Star Phoenix June 18, 2014 ) The provincial government
projections call for Saskatchewan’s population to grow by 10,000 people a year.
This includes natural growth, interprovincial migration and international migration.
International migration is expected to continue to account for the large majority of
new growth. Historically, Saskatoon attracts 40 to 50% of new immigrants. Given
this trend, Saskatoon can expect to continue to welcome approximately 4,500
new immigrants a year.

Senior population growth: The following comments and chart have been taken
from the Saskatoon Council on Aging’s report on "Age-Friendly Saskatoon
Initiatives: Findings” - Saskatoon citizens are living longer and the proportion of
older people in the total population is increasing. The city is experiencing the first
crest of a wave of aging baby boomers expected to swell the ranks of seniors
over the next several decades. Saskatoon seniors are a diverse cohort, ranging
in age from 60 to over 100 years, with varying backgrounds, living arrangements,
family circumstances, abilities and interests, marital status, cultural background
and incomes. Within the older adult demographic the most dramatic growth will
occur in the over 80 age group and there will be increasing ethnic and social
diversity including higher proportions of Aboriginal peoples and visible minorities.
Seniors (aged 65+) currently comprise approximately 13% of Saskatoon’s
population; by 2026 the percentage is expected to climb to 23%. Statistics
suggest that the population of seniors will more than double.

Aboriginal population growth: The city’s Aboriginal community is young and
growing. From the City of Saskatoon’s “2014 Strategic Community Trends”
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biannual publication - “2011 census data suggests that aboriginal citizens make
up about 10% of the total population (a 1.7% increase since 1996

3.1.3 Housing Market Drivers

Demographic and economic drivers are putting pressure on Saskatoon’s housing
market. Over the last several years, the city has experienced a significant
increase in housing prices and a corresponding decline in affordability.

The average price of a resale home continues to rise. The average MLS® price
in Saskatoon is forecast to increase from $332,000 in 2013, by 2.8 % to
$341,300 in 2014 and rise 2.1% to $348,600 in 2015. (per CMHC Saskatoon
Housing Market Outlook, Spring 2014)

The price of a new home has also increased significantly. CMHC’s “Saskatoon
Housing Market Outlook, Spring 2014” forecasts a single detached home in
Saskatoon will increase by similar amounts, reaching $450,000 in 2014 and
$456,000 in 2015.

This same CMHC Outlook report states “Rental apartment vacancies in
Saskatoon are forecast to rise modestly to 2.8 per cent in 2014 and 2.9 per cent
in 2015, as builders add to supply via new construction and more renter
households move into homeownership. On the demand side, continued
employment growth and rising wages will keep drawing migrants to the region,
adding to overall rental demand. More than 18,000 newcomers have arrived in
Saskatoon in the past two years, the majority of whom have been international
migrants with a high propensity to rent upon their arrival. On the supply side,
additions to the rental universe via new construction will offer more units for
renters. In the 12-month period ending March 2014, completions of units for
rental tenure totaled 192”. ...“While demand for rental apartments in Saskatoon
will remain elevated over the forecast period, the gradual increase in vacancies
will reduce the incentive for landlords to raise rents too quickly. As a result, the
average monthly rent for a two-bedroom apartment is forecast to increase to
$1,075 in October 2014 compared to $1,041 in October 2013. Next year,
additions of new rental units at higher price points will help push up the average
monthly rent for a two bedroom apartment to $1,105.”

3.1.4 Income & Affordability

Generally speaking, housing is considered affordable if the monthly cost of
shelter (meaning rent or mortgage payments plus utilities, condo fees and
property tax) does not exceed 30% of gross household income before taxes.

Based on a 5% down payment, 5% interest rate and 25 year amortization, a
family with an annual income of $55,000 could afford to purchase a home in the
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$177,000 price range. A family with an annual income of $75,000 could afford to
purchase a home in the $268,000 price range.

Household income in Saskatoon has been growing, but the increases for most
are not enough to keep pace with the increases in the cost of new or resale
homes.

In general, households with incomes of less than $25,000 are concentrated in
Pleasant Hill, Confederation Suburban Centre, University of Saskatchewan
South Management Area (mostly students), Nutana Suburban Centre (80%
seniors), Riversdale and the Airport Business Area. Households with incomes of
over $75,000 are concentrated in the Arbor Creek, Erindale, Lakeridge and
Briarwood neighborhoods.

3.2 Our Conclusion

Jubilee Residences has concluded the time is right to redevelop its 3.5 acres of land on
the corner of Avenue R North and 31 Street West into modern good quality rental
housing. The following support this conclusion;

Economic growth in Saskatchewan and Saskatoon is expected to be among the
top in Canada for 2014 and in the next years.
Saskatoon’s population and employment numbers will follow and grow at a rate
that will exceed many other regions of Canada.
Resale and new home selling prices will continue to increase and will remain out
of reach for many of those making up the growth of Saskatoon.
The proposed development is expected to be very attractive to future
prospective tenants due to;
o It's close proximity to the City Centre
o Good access to public transit and commuter roadways;
o The quiet and well treed neighbourhood;
o Nearby employment opportunities — specifically in healthcare at our
adjacent Porteous Lodge & Villa and St Paul’s Hospital;
o The older age, the condition and placement of much of the existing rental
housing in our region or area; and
o As Jubilee Residences’ future development plans for all of this parcel of
land and other land adjacent and near Porteous Lodge emerge and
progress, the opportunity to be part of a bigger community will also attract
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e Market rent research and consultations with others active in the development of
rental housing support the target rents we are using in our business case
assessment of our first phase. (See also comments in section 7.2 regarding the
potential for a rent reducing option that we will consider applying for from
Saskatchewan Housing Corporation)

4.0 Our Development Concept — Longer Term (2 to 15 years), and Short Term

(2- 5 year)

Our short term redevelopment project will be on the Parcel C 3.5 acres of land on the
corner of Avenue R North and 31 Street West, abutting Porteous Lodge at 833 Avenue
P North and the existing, and aged, Mount Royal Courts affordable rental housing
complex on the corner of 29" Street West and Avenue R; both owned and operated by

Jubilee Residences.

The following 3-D sketch provides an overview of the west side Saskatoon block, that

includes all of the above;

Fairview Courts — provides affordable

rental housing for senior couples, owned by

the Masons of Saskatoon

120

Harry Landa Court — provides

income based rental housing, owned

by the Saskatoon Housing Authority
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The following satellite view shows the legal boundaries of this same west side
Saskatoon block, with the Jubilee Residence owned areas in rose shade;

Avenue P North

Fairview Courts — provides affordable

rental housing for senior couples, owned by
the Masons of Saskatoon

Harry Landa Court — provides
income based rental housing, owned
by the Saskatoon Housing Authority

Avenue R North

The next 3-D sketch shows one long term redevelopment concept that has been
proposed for the current vacant Parcel C lands on the corner of Avenue R North and 31
Street West and the still in use Mount Royal Courts, on the corner of Avenue R North
and 29" Street West. The Mount Royal Courts will be re-developed at some point in the
future. The drawing for the Mount Royal Courts land is being provided to show one
concept that might be considered for this redevelopment. It is included in this report only
to demonstrate Jubilee’s intention to redevelop this site in the future.

At this time, we anticipate the selected redevelopment concept for the Mount Royal
Courts land will be a multi-level, higher density housing and service complex — that
could include seniors’ life-lease and rental housing, more personal care housing, a day-
care and other local area services or retail. No final decision will be made for the Mount
Royal Courts site until the community and other stakeholders are consulted.

11
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At this time, and for the next 2 to 5 years (the short term), our focus will be on our
Parcel C land (corner of Avenue R North and 31 Street West), with a staged or phased
redevelopment concept that proposes rental and group personal care housing that
makes good use of the land area. The following is an enlarged sketch of the concept we
are proposing for this Parcel C, followed by our latest more detailed site plan.

12
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Over the next five years, the redevelopment of this Parcel C land will involve the
following three phases.

Phase 1 (2014 & 2015) — The construction, landscaping and rental of eight
Avenue R facing detached bi level rental housing units that contain a main floor
and partial lower level, 3 bedroom suite of approximately 1,500 square feet, and
a lower level 2 bedroom suite of 685 square feet;

o To be concept approved and permitted in 2014 and constructed in 2015.

o The following Avenue R “Street Elevation” drawing provides the west
facing look of the three stylish bi level designs we have selected for this
start of our redevelopment.

13
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Phase 2 (2015 through 2017) — The final selection of the group personal care

designs, the construction of one/two personal care homes and related street and
green space finishing; to be positioned on the interior lane portion of our 3.5 acre
redevelopment, most likely on the southern portion of the Parcel (closer to
Porteous Lodge).

o We expect that this phase will be started in 2015 and spread over 2016
and 2017. The Saskatoon rental market’s interest and acceptance of what
we are proposing in our above described Phase 1 will be assessed in the
final decision to move forward with this phase.

o At this time, we believe the final selection of design and placement of the
personal care home(s) would be made as the construction of Phase 1
progresses.

o In keeping with Jubilee Residence’s experience and mission, we will be
examining further the need and economics of constructing and operating
one or two personal care homes that would accommodate 10 to 24
residents, providing;

= Individual rooms and bathroom,

= Help with personal care, with 24 hour supervision in a family like
environment,

= Meals, laundry, housekeeping, and

= Recreation activities.

14
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e Phase 3 (2016 through 2018) — The construction and related street and green

space finishing and the rental of multi-family housing units; to be positioned on
the interior lane portion of our 3.5 acre redevelopment, to the east of the eight bi
level rental houses.

©)

We expect the final selection of the design of the multi-family units would
be made in conjunction with the Phase 2 selection. However, the start of
construction would likely be at, or near the end of the construction of the
personal care homes.

In our final assessment and selection of the higher density rental housing
buildings we plan to revisit and reconsider our ability to include and
designate a number of these units as “affordable” rental housing units.
The previous sketches and site plan views of a possible 10 unit multi-
family housing concept depict a style and design that has been
considered.

We expect our final selected multi-family housing design will include 30 to
36 rental units, with parking.

As we work through each of the above described phases and study further
redevelopment concepts for the longer term replacement of housing or development on
the Mount Royal Courts land that will complement our proposed redevelopment of our
Parcel C land, we will continue to return to and reconsider the following interests of our
Jubilee Residences’ Board;

@)
@)
@)

Quality housing at a fair rental rate.

Some component of “affordable” rental housing.

Something for most stages of life — within a quiet, green space included,
multi-purpose campus like environment.

Day care, supportive/ assisted living services and long term care.

Other retail services.

15
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5.0 Our Organizational Structure

5.1 Mission and Objectives

To meet the needs of residents so they may live with dignity, companionship and the
assurance of excellent care and service.

Recognizing the continuing need for affordable and reasonable market rate rental
accommodation in the community and its own need to improve and/or replace a
relatively large existing portfolio of rental housing, Jubilee Residences is interested in
expanding its housing portfolio by intensifying the use of land it currently owns.

5.2 Corporate Structure and Legal Status

Jubilee Residences Inc. has been in operation since 1955 and provides affordable
rental accommodation for low-income seniors in Saskatoon. It's Board of Directors
consists of many members who have been on the board for a number of years, with
backgrounds in business, healthcare, finance, education, law, government and industry.
Jubilee Residences is affiliated with the Saskatoon Health Region. The Saskatoon
Health Region is accountable to Saskatchewan Health and ultimately to the people of
Saskatchewan through the provincial government.

5.3 Governance

Jubilee Residences is a non-profit corporation governed by a volunteer board of
directors. This community-minded group devotes countless hours to the business of the
organization. We are grateful for the contributions of their skills, hard work and devotion
to the needs of our elders and residents.

Executive Officers:

R.J. (Bob) Cowan, Chair
Donna L. Birkmaier, Vice-Chair
Murray Scharf, Secretary

Leo Bourassa, Treasurer

Directors:

T.E. Turple
Simone Kerby
Kathie Jeffrey
Donna Goodridge
Amanda Neudorf
Randy Pangborn
Ryan Hallman
Herve Langlois
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Directors and past directors with experience in housing development will continue to
provide guidance in a volunteer capacity during all stages of our proposed
redevelopment. Directors with financial management experience are working with the
management team on capital and operating budgets to ensure the financial viability of
the proposed project. The full Board of Directors will monitor and provide support to the
management team and the Future Planning Committee throughout the redevelopment.

6.0 Planning and Approvals

As there are many factors to be considered and possibilities to be investigated, Jubilee
Residences has engaged and used the services of SEPW Architecture Inc. to identify
and consider concepts for the redevelopment of the 3.5 acres in the short term, and
other adjacent lands in the longer term. In addition to help with the selection of concepts
and designs, SEPW has been engaged to assist with;
e Compliance with zoning;
e Discussions with City officials;
e Coordination of necessary survey, geotechnical, civil, landscape
architectural and electrical consultants;
¢ Design stage site planning; and
e Permit stage working drawings and specifications necessary for the
Phase 1 construction.

A preliminary discussion with the City of Saskatoon Planning and Development and
Saskatoon Water divisions found the land is zoned and serviced for the intended use
(including sewer and water capacity); therefore no major barriers are currently
anticipated from a planning standpoint. The proposed development would be designed
to comply with all municipal planning requirements.

7.0 Our Financing Plan

7.1 A Strategy for Self-Sustaining Operations
Each phase of the redevelopment must demonstrate that it is self-sustaining for Jubilee
Residences - able to generate sufficient revenue to cover all operating costs, mortgage
payments, future maintenance and replacement needs and a reasonable surplus cash

flow return on equity invested to enable Jubilee to move forward on plans to improve or
redevelop other aging housing that it currently owns and operates.
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7.2 Capital and Equity Contributions

The lands of our short and long term proposed redevelopment concept are owned free
and clear by Jubilee Residences Inc. Over each phase of our redevelopment process,
Jubilee currently plans to contribute the related lands - without factoring into its
business/financial plan modeling a cash flow return on this equity contribution.

Based on our current best redevelopment total cost and other funding estimates, and
discussions to date with financial institutions regarding the potential for a component of
mortgage financing, Jubilee Residences plans to make equity contributions of
approximately $1 million to Phase 1, and $1.8 million to Phase 2 of the proposed 3.5
acre redevelopment project.

To help meet the capital redevelopment costs of the proposed phased project, Jubilee
Residences Inc. will be seeking capital and ongoing operating funding from the
following;

o City of Saskatoon New Rental Construction Land Cost Rebate Program

The City of Saskatoon has allocated funding under the New Rental Construction Land
Cost Rebate Program to encourage the construction of 1,000 new market rentals to be
complete by 2015. Incentives offered include:

o Up to $5,000 per unit capital grant, depending on final assessment

o Five year incremental property tax abatement
Program requirements:

o Multi-unit Construction

o Units must remain on the rental market for 15 years

o City of Saskatoon Waiver of Offsite Levies

We are also asking the City of Saskatoon to confirm that “offsite levies” will not be
assessed for proposed rental redevelopment.

e Saskatchewan Housing Corporation’s (SHC) Capital Rent Subsidy Program

Through SHC funding may again be available in the future for a $40,000 per unit capital
subsidy. This program’s subsidy comes in the form of a forgivable capital loan provided
by SHC to the sponsor upon meeting the conditions of the contract. Forgiveness is
earned over 120 months by reducing the rents charged to eligible tenants by a fixed
amount of $300 per unit per month. We understand the next opportunity to submit an
application to participate in this program will be in late 2014. We plan to consider this
opportunity.

18

128



8.0 Summary and Conclusion

This concept plan demonstrates the interest and capacity of Jubilee Residences Inc. to
move forward with the redevelopment of its Parcel C land — to make available to the
surrounding community good quality, reasonable market rate, rental housing for
households with moderate incomes.

To date, the following have been completed:

Design stage site surveys, geotechnical, electrical and site servicing engineering,
with landscape and design architectural services, to finalize the Parcel C site
plan for use in the next steps;

Consultations and a preliminary review with City representatives to ensure details
of the zoning bylaws and community planning are being interpreted correctly; and
A series of public consultation meetings, with an assessment of the feedback — a
separated report summarizing the process, feedback and our proposed response
has been prepared.

The next steps for the project will be as follows:

A request for approval of our concept, in principle, from City Council

Permit stage electrical and site servicing engineering, with further landscape and
design architectural services to detail plans for permitting for Phase 1 of the
Parcel redevelopment.

Continued exploration of other funding sources.

Updating and additional cost estimates and quotes pertaining to Phase 1.
Updating of the financial feasibility analysis.

Development and building permits from the City.

Start of construction --- Spring 2015
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Public Consultation Report ATTACHMENT 2

Jubilee Residences Inc.

Public Consultations Report —
Pertaining to the recent meetings and
presentation of the Concept Plan for the
Redevelopment of the Former Mount
Pleasant Courts Lands

November 17, 2014
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An Overview of the Planned Public Consultation Process

During the first half of November, 2014 Jubilee Residences Inc. held a number of
information and public consultation meetings to present and collect feedback and input
on the concept for redevelopment that it has for the former Mount Pleasant Court lands.

The following is a timeline of the announcements made, invitations extended and the
various meetings held;

e On or about October 20 -- The following public service notice was sent out to
various media including Rawlco Radio, The Saskatoon Media Group, Cruz FM,
CFCR Community Radio, The StarPhoenix, CTV, Global TV and Shaw TV 10.

e October 21 -- An information meeting was held with representatives of Jubilee
Housing, a body of the Masons of Saskatoon, and owners of Fairview Courts.
e October 28 -- Invitations to the above noted November 5™ Public Meeting were
distributed to approximately 300 surrounding area residential and business
addresses.
e October 29 -- Two separate information meetings with;
o Ward 4 Councillor , Troy Davies; and
o The Presidents of the Hudson Bay and Mount Royal Community
Associations.
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e October 30 -- Invitations to a November 3™ information meeting were delivered to
all residences in the Mount Royal and Fairview Courts.

e November 3 -- At 2:30 pm, the above noted information, question and answer
and input opportunity meeting with approximately 40 Mount Royal and Fairview
Courts residents. ( 21 names of attendees were collected on a sign-in sheet at
this meeting)

e November 5 -- At 7 pm, the previously announced and planned public
information, question and answer and input opportunity meeting. Attendance was
approximately 40 attendees, including interested area and community residents,
and representatives from City Council, City of Saskatoon Planning &
Development and board members of Jubilee Residences Inc. (Again, 21 names
of attendees were collected on our sign-in sheet at this meeting).

At each meeting all attendees were provided with, or given the opportunity to take a
copy of our October 27, 2014 draft report, entitled “Jubilee Residences Inc. Rental
Housing Needs Assessment and Concept Plan for the Redevelopment of the Former
Mount Pleasant Courts, Jubilee Heights Land”.

A Summary of the Feedback & Input Received

At all meetings prior to the more public forums of November 3 and 5, including the
owners of Fairview Courts, the Ward 4 Councillor and the Presidents of the two
community associations, all responses to our redevelopment concept plans for the
former Mount Pleasant Courts lands can be described as positive and supportive.
Comments like the following were offered after our overview of the concept plan;
e The area is in need of more rental accommodation.
e More residential in the area is good for the businesses and schools in the area.
e The longer term concepts for future phases, should help build a community for
all.
e Phase 3 could offer an opportunity for a “joint project” of interest to both the
Masons of Saskatoon and Jubilee Residences.
e (Good off street parking is important.

Based on the public meetings of November 3 and 5, Jubilee Residences provides the
following condensation of the main or more prominent and significant issues and
concerns expressed. (For a detailed listing of questions and comments that were
captured at the November 5 meeting, see the attached Appendix). Directly below each
of the noted issue or concerns, we have added our reply, and for certain issues, our
planned efforts to address the concern.
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1.

The redevelopment should be for seniors only, for rent that is “affordable” for all
seniors.

Jubilee’s response — Our Phase 1 will not be restricted to seniors, but it will be
available to seniors that may be interested, and able. Unfortunately, the market
rent that we feel we must charge for this first phase, may not be affordable for
many. To make some of the Phase 1 units more “affordable”, Jubilee is planning
to apply to Saskatchewan Housing for a “Capital Rent Subsidy” that would
enable a $300 per month rent reduction per accepted units. (Applications to this
program are accepted once the building permits are obtained.)

In Phase 2, our concept is focused mainly on seniors, however at a later life
stage. As we move forward with the Phase 3 design, we will continue keep in
mind the housing needs of seniors — including safety, accessibility, mobility and
affordability.

In the more distant future, our current concept for the replacement of the existing
Mount Royal Courts housing is, for the most part, seniors focused — likely a multi-
level complex that could include seniors’ life-lease and rental housing and more
assisted living and personal care options.

. Will adequate off-street parking be provided?

Jubilee’s response — We understand that summer employees of the City Yard do
provide some on street parking concerns in close proximity to our proposed
redevelopment. We believe, as our redevelopment starts, the on street parking
will be less attractive to the employees, and the employer will also discourage it.

Our Phase 1 design has generously provided for good off-street tenant and
visitor parking — with 36 spots planned relative to a zoning bylaw requirement of
26 spots.

Will there be good advance notice of the need to move from Mount Royal Courts,
prior to the demolition? Will Jubilee have other accommodation available?

Jubilee’s response — The need to move from Mount Royal Courts is not in the
near future. It is not expected, at this time, to be necessary for approximately 10
years.

As a replacement design is selected, and at first steps leading to demolition and
construction, Jubilee will commit to at least 12 months of “need to vacate notice”.
As a decision is made to move forward with a Mount Royal Court redevelopment
plan, we will also make available to impacted Mount Royal Courts tenants
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vacated suites and cottages at our east side Cosmopolitan and Eamer Courts
locations.

. Concern was expressed about renting to families — that are expected to bring
more noise, traffic and vandalism to the neighbourhood.

Jubilee’s response — Our concept for the long term redevelopment of our Ave P/

Ave R lands is one that we hope will involve many or all life stages. We believe a
community that includes younger couples and children is, and will be attractive to
many others who are beyond this life stage.

Jubilee Residences is already an experienced landlord. As we offer our Phase 1

units, and the units in the next Phases, we will continue to carefully set the terms
and conditions of our rental agreements, and select tenants that best fit the area
and community.

. What is your expected “market rate” rent for the Phase 1 units?

Jubilee’s response — For Phase 1, being our first venture into a long term
redevelopment program, the current high costs of construction have made it
necessary for us to target those that are able to pay current market rental rates.
For the bi level units that we are proposing, construction and development cost
estimates used in our business analysis demonstrate the need for rents of
$1,100 per month for the lower level two bedroom suites, and $1,400 per month
for the main (plus partial lower level) three bedroom suites; all plus utilities.

Unfortunately, the market rent that we feel we must charge for this first phase,
may not be affordable for many. To make some of the Phase 1 units more
“affordable”, Jubilee is planning to apply to Saskatchewan Housing for a “Capital
Rent Subsidy” that would enable a $300 per month rent reduction per accepted
units.
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Appendix — Noted Specific Questions, Concerns and Comments,
received at the Public Meeting on November 5, 2014

1.
2.

3.

10.
11.

12.

13.

14.

15.

16.

17.

18.

19.

20.

21

22.

Has there been a price set for rental of these properties?

Will there be on street parking? Lots of concerns about street parking. The City of
Saskatoon workers park on the street in the summer making parking impossible.

Why are you not building something for seniors?

How many people will be in that 3.5 acre area? Concerns that there will be too dense of
a population.

Confusion as to the renovations that the Mason'’s property had undergone? Fear that the
MRC property will be ‘bulldozed’ very soon.

Concerns about it being market rent. Too high, seniors can’t afford; vs. too low
Concerns about the specifics of phase 2 and 3 development. Will there be elevators?
Concerns about row housing, high density, bringing down the value of the properties
around.

One woman suggested that we build up higher to allow for more parking and thought it
was a good idea to make the most of having a multi-level building.

What will be the square footage of the units?

Many people were very interested in the specifics of the properties. It appeared as if
they were using this as an opportunity to shop for a new rental property. Some wanted
to see show homes.

Will utilities be included?

Concerns that these will be low income properties, for the masses and the perceived
problems that could arise from that.

Questions as to why were all the Mount Pleasant properties torn down and nothing built
at that time?

Inquiry about the previous development that fell through.

Concerns that a large number of young adults will move into these properties filling each
room and each needing a car, which will drastically impact on street parking. Concerned
with the type of lifestyles of younger tenants; late hours, partying.

Concerns that there is no way to vet the renters and keep it as families, versus a large
number of young adults.

How do you rent these houses to the ideal target renter without running afoul of the
rental authorities.

Further questions about the latter phases and the type of resident and level of care in
those properties?

Are there plans to replace Porteous Lodge?

. Corey Miller commented on SHR’s interest in continuing to partner with organizations

like Jubilee Residences that are looking into the future, and that are focused offering
people resources to age in place.

Some realize that this is the first step in a long term project to create revenue to allow
help fund LTC.
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23. Some realize that the property will need to be developed or sold. If the property is sold
to a developer that is not as concerned and as good a neighbor as Jubilee has been,
that the community could be worse off.
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ATTACHMENT 3

Summary of Feedback Received from City Departments and External Stakeholders

Shaw Cable

Shaw Cable systems G.P. has reviewed the plans for the above-mentioned proposal and has
no objections to the subdivision. We will require easements in the same locations as Saskatoon
Light & Power and/or SaskTel as we share joint-use trenching.

SaskPower

Please be advised that SaskPower has no objection or comments to the proposed
development. This area is serviced by Saskatoon Light & Power.

SaskEnergy

Thank you for your email dated February 5, 2015. After reviewing the Jubilee Residences Inc.
submission and based on our past experiences with other multi-residential complexes,
SaskEnergy has a few concerns. The specific concerns consist of the existing pipeline
right-of-way and potential main alterations.

Depending on the layout, the residential proposal might take advantage of the existing mains on
site. If not, alterations/removal will be required for those portions of mains that are affected at
the developers cost.

Just based on the relative layout, it appears that alteration/removal will be required prior to any
installation.

Saskatoon Health Reqgion

At this point, we (public health) are only providing feedback within an active transportation
context (not from a housing context at this time); however, | have included a few points (see
attachment). | mention this not to discourage the City of Saskatoon (City) from sending us plans
like this (please continue to do so), but rather, in explanation of why there isn’t any housing
context included in the review.

Attachment

¢ We strongly encourage that there is path development throughout the parcel’s green space
to promote and facilitate the resident’s access to the green space.

e This can connect to the existing park network within the neighborhood, as well as to the Bike
Route that is currently along 31st Street West.

e Incorporate age-friendly design concepts, such as lighting, benches/rest spots, shade, etc.

Zoning & Development Review

I am familiar with this project as | attended the public information that Jubilee Residences held
in October.

This is zoned M3 and the uses contained in the proposed development dwelling group
(8 two-unit dwellings) are multiple-unit dwellings, residential care homes, and special care
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homes, which are permitted uses. All developments would have to comply with the standards
contained in Zoning Bylaw No. 8770.

Greater Saskatoon Catholic School Division

GSCS has reviewed the proposal and has no concerns.

Saskatoon Fire Department

The Saskatoon Fire Department has no concerns with the above-mentioned concept plan.

Community Development

Looking over the concept of the increase in population in the area (Mount Royal) the only trigger
point | saw might be a possible increase in traffic for the area with the multi-family housing units,
single-family units on Avenue R North, and staff parking for group home workers and support
persons on the short term and in the long term for the larger residence on 29" Street for staff
parking. (CPTED-wise).

Mitigation of in-out traffic from the area is possible using 29 Street and 31 Street to Avenue P
North or Avenue W, then to 33™ Street and Circle Drive. Alternate routes could be Avenue P
North to 22 Street or 29 Street to Idylwyld Drive North. Lots of choices.

As discussed, | recently heard about this redevelopment project that Jubilee Residences Inc.
was planning back in November 2014, from Daryl Sexsmith (Planning & Development). A
meeting was hosted by Jubilee Residences Inc. and intended to get resident feedback on the
redevelopment idea.

| did not hear how the November public meeting went, however, when | told the Mount Royal
Community Association executive about the public meeting, the group acknowledged all that
Jubilee Residences Inc. has done to support seniors with housing concerns, and saw no
concerns with the redevelopment of Parcel C. In addition, since Parcel C is adjacent to
Fairview Court, Porteous Lodge, and Mount Royal Courts — it seems like a suitable location for
additional housing development for seniors.

Saskatoon Police

At this point | do not have any comments or concerns to add.

Neighbourhood Planning

2.0 Significant Findings
Natural Surveillance and Territoriality

Orientation of the bi-level and group home units will maintain connection with the
neighbourhood across Avenue R North, as well as interior to Parcel C. This will increase the
natural surveillance within the site and connecting to the surrounding parcels.

Open, wrought iron-type fencing should be required if any fencing is going to be used in the
development. Good sight lines must be maintained in to and out of the parcel.

Housing developments should be oriented towards the green space and look for ways to
integrate activities into the park space, while still maintaining a sense of privacy for the
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residents. Connected to this is the potential for increased territoriality, as residents take
responsibility for and exert ownership of the green space.

Proximity to the green space for Parcel C has the potential to increase the attractiveness of the
properties as the green space adds to any planned amenity space on the parcel. This
encourages residents to use the area and increases natural surveillance and care for the
property, as well as the green space.

Land Use Mix

The land use, zoning, and density is consistent with the area and adjacent uses. It will be
important for users to understand and respect the formal and informal boundaries.

Movement Predictors

Developers must ensure that when development begins that pedestrians are not put at risk if
areas are closed for construction. Dead-ends, movement predictors, and/or entrapment areas
can unintentionally be created during development. This will be dependent on whether the
dwelling groups are developed one at a time or at the same time.

Connectivity and Community Culture

Connectivity is very important for neighbourhood health and the opportunities that this
development offers are many. Connections with and between the residents, the Community
Association, and the other housing complexes will be critical to the long-term success of the
redevelopment. Parcel C may be the first phase of Jubilee Residences’ concept and will set the
stage for perceptions in the long term. Changes in land use or increases in density can be a
challenge for existing neighbourhoods. Strategies that bring residents together, like festivals,
monuments, or community days will help blend the new developments and residents with the
existing and celebrating both. Integrating surrounding housing groupings by using the green
spaces for community activities will help build connections between the different areas.
Working with the Community Association will help integrate residents into the larger
community’s activities.

3.0 Recommendations
3.1 That the proponent ensures open, wrought iron-type fencing in the area.

3.2 That the proponent ensures that the housing developments are oriented toward the
green space and look for ways to integrate activities into the green space, while still
maintaining a sense of privacy for the residents. This could occur through the request
for proposals and proposed development evaluations processes.

3.3 That the proponent ensures the future development on the Jubilee Residences Inc. sites
do not create unused or unsafe spaces in the area.

3.4 That the proponent provides contact information and/or sets up an introductory meeting

that will help connect new residents with the school, Community Association, and
adjacent residents.
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Environmental and Corporate Initiatives

Sorry for missing your deadline. | don’t believe E&CI has any specific environmental comments
to make at this time. For your information, | passed this along to Public Works so they could
review from a servicing perspective (ie. waste and recycling specifically).

Airport Authority

According to my information, the project site is approx. 2370 metres south of the threshold of
runway 33 and 650 metres west of the centerline of runway 15/33 at the Saskatoon John G.
Diefenbaker International Airport. At this location, there is a maximum height restriction
imposed by the Saskatoon Airport Zoning Regulations of 545.23 MSL across the entire site
(approx. 150 AGL depending on the ground elevation). | did not have any information regarding
the proposed height of the various buildings involved in this project, but | suspect that unless
you are building a multi-story hi-rise, the height restriction will not likely be an issue.

| do; however, wish to point out that this area will be exposed to aircraft landing and departing
from our north south runway and, as such, may be subject to occasional sound levels, which
may be noticeable by the residents. For your information, it is recommended by Transport
Canada that for detached and semi-detached homes, townhouses, apartments, and nursing
homes within close proximity to the 30 NEF ( a form of airport Noise Exposure Contour), a
detailed noise analysis be conducted and the required noise insulation features be considered
by the architectural consultant responsible for building design. Having said this, | am certain
that the existing residents of this site are well aware of the circumstances surrounding aircraft
passing over them and would be a good indicator of just how important this consideration
should be in your design.

Recreation & Sport

| have reviewed the concept plan. The proposed development is not adjacent to Municipal
Reserve (MR) land or open green space. | have no concerns from a Recreation & Sport
program perspective.

| would strongly encourage the developer to provide some active outdoor activity space for
residents as part of the plan. Active recreation opportunity would improve the quality of life for
residents, encourage an active lifestyle, and provide an opportunity for people to socialize.
These types of opportunities will improve residents’ overall physical health and emotional
wellbeing while living in the residents.

Saskatoon Light & Power

The proposed redevelopment will necessitate the installation of a new underground electrical
distribution system and the removal of the existing overhead electrical distribution system within
the property.

Saskatoon Light & Power has no objection to the redevelopment of the area at the address of
920 Avenue R North provided the following easements are granted:

1) An onsite easement at the address of 920 Avenue R North; and
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2) An offsite easement at the address of 833 Avenue P North.

The easements are 3 metres wide in perpendicular width throughout to the property line and are
shown as in orange on the attached marked-up drawing. The easement shown may need
adjustments once a final layout for service is completed.

Saskatoon Light & Power will install a new underground electrical distribution system to service
the proposed eight Avenue R North facing rental housing units (Phase 1).

In the future, an extension to the underground electrical distribution facilities will be added to the
proposed underground system within the property when the construction are undergoing for the
future personal care homes (Phase 2), and the future rental multi-family housing units

(Phase 3).

Saskatoon Light & Power currently owns and operates lighting within the property. Saskatoon
Light & Power no longer provides lighting on private property. The existing lighting will be
removed and the property owner will be responsible for on-site lighting.

The cost calculation will include the entire demolishing of the existing distribution system
including street lighting within the property, plus the entire cost of the new distribution system
less two years of the additional revenue. There are off-site electrical distribution extension costs
that will be chargeable as well. These off-site costs will be apportioned among all the parcels
on the block. At the current stage, the cost estimate is not available due to the lack of
knowledge of property’s electrical load situation, thus no cost estimate has been done by now
until further load information provided by the property owner..

It appears from the drawing supplied by the applicant that the lighting on 31" Street West will
not require alterations. If the applicant does require a street light to be relocated to make way
for a driveway, it can be moved a maximum of 5 metres at a cost of $3,020, plus GST, (2015
summer construction normal work-day rate).

Recreation & Sport

I have reviewed the concept plan. The proposed development is not adjacent to MR land or
open green space. | have no concerns from a Recreation & Sport program perspective.

| would strongly encourage the developer to provide some active outdoor activity space for
residents as part of the plan. Active recreation opportunity would improve the quality of life for
residents, encourage an active lifestyle, and provide an opportunity for people to socialize.
These types of opportunities will improve residents’ overall physical health and emotional
wellbeing while living in the residents.

Long Range Planning

The Long Range Planning Section has received the February 5, 2015 submission for the
Rental Housing Needs Assessment (RHNA) and Concept Plan (CP) for the
Redevelopment of the Former Mount Pleasant Courts Jubilee Heights Land, and has
coordinated a review of the plan with Saskatoon Transit. Comments are referenced
according to subject matter.

Except where otherwise noted in this memo, the RHNA and CP is consistent with the
requirements of the Official Community Plan (OCP), the principles of the Growing Forward!
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Bridging Document and other policies and standards are referenced by the Long Range
Planning Section and Saskatoon Transit.

General

Though generally supportive of the proposal, Long Range Planning would more
strongly support a revised proposal that more effectively makes use of the
potential of the site (i.e. increased residential density, a greater mix of uses, and
a form that is more street/pedestrian oriented). This is in keeping with the
Strategic Plan 2013-2023 and the Growing Forward! Growth Planinitiative;

The proposal is consistent with infill policies stated in OCP Policy
No.3.2.2, Section K); and

The proposal is an example of affordable and supportive housing, which is
consistent with OCP Policy No.5.3.2, Section D).

The proposal has a total of four additional vehicle access points onto Avenue R North and
31st Street. We trust that Transportation & Utilities will review this proposal and flag any
concerns about this matter.

Transit

Zoning

Transit services are located 250 to 400 metres from Saskatoon Transit facilities on
Avenue P North and 31° Street West. Adequate connections from the site to the
street network should be maintained in order to provide accessible connections for
residents and staff; and

If residents are requiring, or eligible for the use of Access Transit services, sufficient
interior roadway connections must be provided.

Parcel “C” is currently zoned M3 and designated “Residential” as per the OCP.
Residential care homes and multi-family residential units are permitted uses under
this district. Though development review should make the final determination, no
OCP or Zoning Bylaw amendments appear to be required for the proposed
developments outlined in Phases 1,2, or 3; and

M3 zoning permits for a floor space ratio of up to 5:1. It is encouraged that this
allowance be considered when reviewing the proposed phases.

Transportation & Utilities

Further to our comments from April 24, 2014, regarding the above site, the Transportation
& Utilities Department has the following revised comments:

Water and Sewer Servicing

Water

The City’s design standards require a minimum fire flow of 150 I/s for RM3 development
and a maximum hydrant spacing of 140 metres. On this basis, upgrades would be required
for the water distribution system to satisfy the City’s design requirements.

However, for specific projects we recommend that the developer hire a professional
engineer to calculate the actual required fire flow (based on acceptable fire codes) for the
development to determine if the available fire flow is adequate for the proposed
development. Hydrant spacing must be such that all principal entrances are within
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90 metres of a hydrant and fire department sprinkler connections must be within 45 metres
of a hydrant. Additional hydrants may need to be installed to meet the minimum distance
requirements.

Sanitary

The sanitary sewer system should be able to handle the additional load that will be
produced by the development.

Storm
On-site storage would be required to match the pre and post development storm flows for a
two-year storm event.

2. Water and Sanitary Connections:

Phase |
Each unit must have a separate water and sanitary sewer service connection to the
sanitary main on Avenue R North.

Phases Il and Il

The service main must be extended from Avenue R North to provide services for the
proposed group homes and multi-family residential building and must include fire hydrants.
Please note that the group homes will require a 50mm water connection for sprinklers.

3. The developer must arrange for an inspection with a Transportation & Utilities
Department representative to determine the curb and sidewalk condition adjacent to each
parcel upon final completion of construction. Any damage must be removed and replaced
to City standards at the owner’s expense.

As an option, until such a time as the inspection may be completed and/or any damage
replaced, a deposit based on the frontage of the development site would be required in
order for the Certificate of Approval to proceed. This deposit would be held by the City until
an inspection is completed and any curb and sidewalk damage has been repaired.

4. Offsite levies would be payable upon subdivision or condominium application only. By
way of illustration only, an estimate of the levies based on the current rates approved by
City Council for 2014 would be as follows:

Parcel A $562,051.08

Parcel B $490,893.47

Parcel C $447,007.72

Actual levy charges would be based on the rates in effect at the time of the subdivision or
condominium application.

Appropriate permits must be obtained complete with required deposits.
Driveway crossings require separate application and permit.

Neighbourhood Planning

The Westmount Local Area Plan (LAP) was adopted by City Council in 2011, and while this
project is within the adjacent Mount Royal neighbourhood, the document makes reference to
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future planned expansions at Jubilee Residences, so it has long been known in the community
that an expansion project would occur at some point. It is noted that a public open house was
held in November, which was promoted through a variety of methods.

Generally speaking, the Neighbourhood Planning Section supports housing investments in
established neighbourhoods. In particular, the Neighbourhood Planning Section supports
projects that help a neighbourhood provide a variety of housing options, which can allow
residents to “age in place” by being able to find local housing that meets their personal needs.
Jubilee Residences Inc. provides a valuable local service through the provision of affordable
housing for seniors.

The Westmount LAP notes:

The Westmount LAPC [Local Area Planning Committee] recognizes the need to offer a variety
of housing types to serve all portions of the neighbourhood’s population. The LAPC supports
increasing the range of housing choices through rezoning, redevelopment, or infill development
in a way that is sympathetic to the existing architectural style.

The Neighbourhood Planning Section is concerned about the high concentration of rental
housing in this area and strongly encourages Jubilee Residences Inc. to consider converting a
portion from rental to home ownership. The City offers affordable ownership programs that this
project may qualify for.

It is also noted that the Mount Royal neighbourhood was recently approved to undergo the LAP
process. This detailed neighbourhood-wide community engagement process is likely to begin in
2017 to 2018 and, if issues were to arise from this proposed Jubilee Residences Inc. project, it
may provide a suitable forum to address those issues through partnerships with Jubilee
Residences Inc., Mount Royal Community Association, the City, and various local stakeholders
and organizations.
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Approval for Advertising: Proposed Rezoning —Aspen Ridge
Neighbourhood —Phase 1

Recommendation

1. That the advertising, in respect to the proposed amendment to Zoning Bylaw
No. 8770, be approved;
2. That the General Manager, Community Services Department, be requested to

prepare the required notices for advertising the proposed amendment to Zoning
Bylaw No. 8770; and

3. That the City Solicitor be requested to prepare the required bylaw to amend
Zoning Bylaw No. 8770.

Topic and Purpose
The purpose of this report is to request approval to advertise an application that has
been submitted to rezone land in the Aspen Ridge neighbourhood.

Report
Saskatoon Land has applied to rezone land in Aspen Ridge.

Approval is required from the Standing Policy Committee (SPC) on Planning,
Development and Community Services (PDCS) to advertise this rezoning, as required
by Public Notice Policy No. C01-021, prior to a public hearing at City Council.

This rezoning is a required step in the land development process outlined in The
Planning and Development Act, 2007.

This rezoning will be considered by the Municipal Planning Commission (MPC) on
July 28, 2015. See Attachment 1 for the report that will be considered by MPC, which
provides further detail on the amendments requested.

Option to the Recommendation
The SPC on PDCS could decline to approve the required advertising for the proposed
amendments. Further direction would be required.

Public Notice

Public notice is required for consideration of this matter, pursuant to Section 11(a) of
Public Notice Policy No. C01-021. If the recommendations of this report are approved,
a notice will be placed in The StarPhoenix two weeks prior to the public hearing date. In
conjunction with this notice, Planning and Development will notify all property owners
with land included in the rezoning and all property owners within a 75 metre buffer of
the proposed site of the public hearing date by letter.

ROUTING: Community Services Dept. — SPC on PDCS DELEGATION: Darryl Dawson
July 20, 2015 — File No. CK 4351-015-011 and PL 4350 — Z5/15
Page 1 of 2
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Approval for Advertising: Proposed Rezoning — Aspen Ridge Neighbourhood —
Phase 1

Attachment
1. Report to be Considered by MPC on July 28, 2015: Proposed Rezoning — Aspen
Ridge Neighbourhood — Phase 1

Report Approval

Written by: Brent McAdam, Planner, Planning and Development

Reviewed by: Alan Wallace, Director of Planning and Development

Approved by: Randy Grauer, General Manager, Community Services Department

S:\Reports\DS\2015\PDCS — Approval for Advertising — Proposed Rezoning — Aspen Ridge Neighbourhood — Phase 1\kt

Page 2 of 2
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ATTACHMENT 1

Report to be Considered by MPC on July 28, 2015: Proposed Rezoning — Aspen
Ridge Neighbourhood — Phase 1

Proposed Rezoning — Aspen Ridge Neighbourhood — Phase 1

Recommendation

That a copy of this report be submitted to City Council recommending that at the time of
the public hearing, City Council consider the Administration’s recommendation that the
proposed amendment to Zoning Bylaw No. 8770 to rezone land in Aspen Ridge, as
outlined in this report, be approved.

Topic and Purpose

An application has been submitted by Saskatoon Land proposing to rezone land in the
Aspen Ridge neighbourhood. The rezoning is necessary to implement the Aspen Ridge
Neighbourhood Concept Plan (Concept Plan) for the area outlined in this report.

Report Highlights
1. The rezoning will accommodate development of single family, group, and street
townhouse-style residential.

2. The proposed rezoning is consistent with the Concept Plan.

Strategic Goal

This rezoning supports the Strategic Goal of Sustainable Growth. Aspen Ridge, a
neighbourhood in the early stages of development, was designed to align with some of
the new objectives of the Growing Forward! Shaping Saskatoon: Growth Plan to Half a
Million, which is expected to be provided to City Council for consideration in 2016.

Background

The Concept Plan was approved by City Council on June 23, 2014 (see Attachment 1).
It is important to note that this amendment is a required step in the land development
process outlined in The Planning and Development Act, 2007.

Report
Concept Plan
The Concept Plan identifies lands within this area for development as:
a) Single-unit detached dwellings;
b) Low-density, multi-unit (group townhouse); and
C) Low/medium density, multi-unit (group and street townhouse).

Official Community Plan
In conjunction with the adoption of the Concept Plan, the lands in question were
designated as “Residential” on the Official Community Plan — Land Use Map.

ROUTING: Community Services Dept. — MPC — City Council DELEGATION: MPC - B. McAdam
July 28, 2015 — File No. PL 4350 — Z5/15 City Council — D. Dawson
Page 1 of 3
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Proposed Rezoning — Aspen Ridge Neighbourhood — Phase 1

Zoning Bylaw Amendment
The subject lands are proposed to be rezoned from FUD — Future Urban Development
District to:

a) R1A — One-Unit Residential District;

b) R1B — Small Lot One-Unit Residential District;

c) RMTN — Townhouse Residential District; and

d) RMTN1 — Townhouse Residential District 1.

These proposed zoning designations are consistent with the uses identified for these
lands on the Concept Plan, as well as the land use designation on the Official
Community Plan — Land Use Map.

See Attachment 2 for a map showing the proposed application of these zoning districts.

Comments from Other Divisions
No comments or concerns were identified through the administrative referral process.

Options to the Recommendation

City Council could choose to deny this application. This option is not recommended as
this application facilitates the initial stages of the implementation of the approved
Concept Plan.

Public and/or Stakeholder Involvement

Extensive public consultation was undertaken during the development of the Concept
Plan. As this application is consistent with the Concept Plan, no further consultation
was conducted.

Other Considerations/Implications
There are no policy, financial, environmental, privacy, or CPTED implications or
considerations. A communication plan is not required at this time.

Due Date for Follow-up and/or Project Completion
No follow-up is required.

Public Notice

Public notice is required for consideration of this matter, pursuant to Section 11(a) of
Public Notice Policy No. C01-021. Once this application has been considered by the
Municipal Planning Commission, it will be advertised in accordance with Public Notice
Policy No. C01-021, and a date for a public hearing will be set. The Planning and
Development Division will notify all property owners within a 75 metre (246 feet)
buffer of the proposed site of the public hearing date, by letter. A notice will be placed in
The StarPhoenix two weeks prior to the public hearing.

Attachments
1. Aspen Ridge Neighbourhood Concept Plan
2. Location Map

Page 2 of 3

148



Proposed Rezoning — Aspen Ridge Neighbourhood — Phase 1

Report Approval

Written by: Brent McAdam, Planner, Planning and Development
Reviewed by: Alan Wallace, Director of Planning and Development
Approved by: Randy Grauer, General Manager, Community Services Department

S:\Reports\DS\2015\MPC — Proposed Rezoning — Aspen Ridge Neighbourhood — Phase 1\kt

Page 3 of 3
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Aspen Ridge Neighbourhood Concept Plan

ATTACHMENT 1
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Location Map

ATTACHMENT 2

From FUD to R1A
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Growth Plan to Half a Million Update

Recommendation
That the information be received.

Topic and Purpose
This report provides an update on the “Growth Plan to Half a Million” (Growth Plan),
including two new reports that will:
a) provide a summary of the proposed long-term possibilities being
considered for the Growth Plan; and
b) summarize what was heard regarding these long-term possibilities during
the latest round of public engagement from February to June 2015.

Report Highlights

1. A high level summary (see Attachment 1) and the Growth Plan Summary
Report #2: Long-Term Possibilities (see Attachment 2) have been prepared,
which outline:

a) Saskatoon’s current plans for growth;

b) identifies and explains key Growth Plan needs in the areas of
corridor growth, transit and bus rapid transit, and core area bridges;
and

c) sets the stage for discussion of the preferred Growth Plan and
implementation priorities which will be presented this fall.

2. Public engagement activities held between February to June 2015, focused on
the discussion of the preferred long-term options and implementation priorities for
the Growth Plan’s core initiatives of Corridor Growth, Transit, and Core Bridges.

3. The public engagement activities have been supplemented by a representative
online survey of 800 Saskatoon residents to better assess the support of the
general public for the Growth Plan.

4. As the development of the Growth Plan moves into the final phase, special
efforts are being made to reach those stakeholders that would be most affected
by the implementation of the project to provide opportunities to participate in the
process.

5. The Engagement Summary Report #4 (see Attachment 3) has been developed
to share what was heard during the last round of public engagement activities
between February to June 2015.

Strategic Goals

The development of the Growth Plan supports a number of strategies and priorities for
the City of Saskatoon’s (City) Strategic Goals of Asset and Financial Sustainability,
Sustainable Growth, and Moving Around.

ROUTING: Community Services Dept. — SPC on PDCS DELEGATION: Alan Wallace
July 20, 2015 — File No. CK 4110-2 and PL 4110-12-7
Page 1 of 5
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Growth Plan to Half a Million Update

The Growth Plan will also assist in meeting the Strategic Goal of Environmental
Leadership by enhancing the range of choices for Moving Around and providing a new
model for growth that more effectively utilizes infrastructure.

Background
Development of the Growth Plan began in 2013 with the award of the Transit Plan;
Rapid Transit Business Case; Core Area Bridge Strategy; and the Nodes, Corridors,
and Infill Plan to Urban Systems Ltd. Other projects are being completed alongside this
work that will be incorporated into the Growth Plan, including:

a) an Active Transportation Plan;

b) an Employment Areas Study;

c) a Financing Growth Study; and

d) a Water and Sewer Plan.

Major Public Engagement — Phase 1 and 2 (February to March 2014)

The first round of Growth Plan public engagement occurred from February to

March 2014, which confirmed Saskatoon’s aspirations for growth and set strategies to
guide the development of options for the Growth Plan’s core initiatives of growth near
major corridors, transit, and core area bridges within Circle Drive. The Winter 2014
Engagement Summary Report was released in June 2014, alongside the Growth Plan
Summary Report #1, to share what was heard during the engagement and outline the
work that was completed.

Major Public Engagement — Phase 3 (November to December 2014)

The second round of Growth Plan public engagement occurred from November 19 to
December 7, 2014, to discuss potential options for encouraging growth near major
corridors, the future transit plan, and managing core area bridges as Saskatoon’s
population doubles. Opportunities and challenges for developing future employment
areas were also introduced and discussed. The Fall 2014 Engagement Summary
Report was released in February 2015 to share what was heard.

Report

Reporting on Long-term Possibilities

A summary of the long-term possibilities and implementation priorities presented during
the last round of engagement is outlined in Attachment 1. The consultant has prepared
the Growth Plan Summary Report #2: Long-Term Possibilities (see Attachment 2),
which provides a detailed assessment of the recommended options for corridor growth,
transit, and core bridges, as well as an overview of the process undertaken. It lays out
the material that was presented and discussed during the last round of engagement in
February/March 2015, and will help inform members of the public and stakeholders that
may or may not have been following this process. The Growth Plan Summary Report
#2: Long-Term Possibilities will be available on the project website at
www.growingfwd.ca, and hard copies will be distributed throughout the summer to
inform and support interest in the last phase of the project.

Page 2 of 5
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Growth Plan to Half a Million Update

Public Engagement to Discuss Preferred Long-Term Options — Phase 4
The latest round of Growth Plan public engagement took place from February 25 to
March 18, 2015. The intent of this engagement was to:
a) present the preferred long-term options (recommendations) for the Growth
Plan’s core initiatives of Corridor Growth, Transit, and Core Bridges; and
b) introduce and seek input on implementation possibilities and priorities for
Corridor Growth, Transit and Core Bridges for the 0- to 5-year, 5- to
10-year and 10- to 20-year planning horizons.

Representative Survey of Saskatoon Residents

In order to better understand the level of support for the initiatives contained in the
Growth Plan among the general public in Saskatoon, an online survey was undertaken
by Insightrix Research Inc. in early June 2015. The survey reached 800 residents of
Saskatoon. In order to compare and validate the results, the survey asked the same
questions as had been used during the last round of open public engagement.

Engagement with Affected Stakeholders

As the development of the Growth Plan has moved into the preferred directions and
implementation planning phase, it is even more important to ensure that the appropriate
stakeholders are invited to participate in the process. Stakeholders, such as the North
Park and City Park neighbourhoods, as well as the business and land owners along the
major corridors, are being targeted for enhanced opportunities in both the most recent
round of engagement and again in the fall.

Engagement Summary Report #4

The Engagement Summary Report #4 (see Attachment 3) documents the
communications and engagement activities that took place during the Phase 4
engagement, including the input received from the open public survey, stakeholders,
and the representative survey. All input gathered during this round of engagement will
be used to finalize the long-term recommendations and set the direction for
implementation priorities for the Growth Plan’s core initiatives of Corridor Growth,
Transit, and Core Bridges. The resulting draft Growth Plan will be presented for
confirmation during the last round of public engagement in fall 2015.

Public and/or Stakeholder Involvement

Public and stakeholder engagement has been continuous throughout the project,
primarily at key project milestones. The final round of engagement will occur in

Fall 2015 to confirm the final Growth Plan and implementation priorities with the public.

In addition to general public engagement, several stakeholder groups have been
specifically engaged throughout the project, including, but not limited to:
a) stakeholders internal to the City;
b) business groups and representatives;
C) Aboriginal leaders and organizations;
d) neighbourhoods, newcomers, low income, seniors and youth; and
e) other interested groups/parties.

Page 3 of 5
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Growth Plan to Half a Million Update

As the project is now addressing preferred directions and implementation priorities, it
will be critical to continue to reach out to a variety of project stakeholders, in particular
those that would be most impacted by the implementation. The project team will
continue to undertake these meetings over the summer and into the fall.

Communication Plan
Communications is ongoing throughout the Growth Plan’s development and aligns with
key project milestones and deliverables.

Website

The project website, www.growingfwd.ca, is the primary location for Growth Plan-related
updates and information. To date, over 1,000 people have subscribed to the project
website to receive Growth Plan updates.

Growth Plan Video

A five-minute video was produced to help explain the various growth planning initiatives
that will form the City’s Growth Plan. It provides a big picture overview of how the
Growth Plan will guide the way we build, service, and move around a city of half a
million people. This video has received 5,433 views to date.

News Releases/Public Service Announcements
News Releases and PSAs are distributed to announce key project events and
information.

Engagement Promotions

A variety of promotions have been organized to promote public engagement
opportunities, including utility bill inserts, print/online/radio ads, social media posts/ads,
posters, and handbills.

Summary Reports

Growth Plan Summary Reports and Engagement Summary Reports are also provided
at key milestones throughout the development of the Growth Plan. These reports are
provided on the www.growingfwd.ca website.

Other Considerations/Implications
There are no options, policy, financial, environmental, privacy, or CPTED implications or
considerations.

Due Date for Follow-up and/or Project Completion

All projects included in the development of the Growth Plan are expected to be
complete by the end of 2015, with communications occurring at key milestones
throughout the process.

Public Notice
Public notice, pursuant to Section 3 of Public Notice Policy No. C01-021, is not required.

Page 4 of 5
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Growth Plan to Half a Million Update

Attachments

1. Summary of the Long-Term Possibilities and Proposed Implementation Priorities
2. Growth Plan Summary Report #2: Long-Term Possibilities

3. February to June 2015 Engagement Summary Report #4

Report Approval

Written by: Lesley Anderson, Project Manager, Growing Forward! Shaping Saskatoon
Jennifer Pesenti, Marketing Coordinator, Special Projects

Reviewed by: Alan Wallace, Director of Planning and Development

Reviewed by: Carla Blumers, Director of Communications

Approved by: Randy Grauer, General Manager, Community Services

S:\Reports\CP\2015\PDCS — Growth Plan to Half a Million Update\kt
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Attachment 1

Summary of the Long-Term Possibilities and Proposed Implementation Priorities

The long-term possibilities and proposed implementation priorities for the Growth Plan’s
core initiatives presented during this last round of engagement, include:

Corridor Growth:

Redevelopment along certain areas of 22nd Street, |dylwyld Drive, College Drive,
Preston Avenue and 8th Street have been identified as the highest potential locations to
support growth;

e These corridor locations would be prioritized for the development of Secondary
Plans, which would be necessary to consider and facilitate changes that are
sensitive to the community character and integrate with transit planning; and

e The development of these Secondary Plans would involve engagement with land
owners, residents and businesses along these major corridors.

Transit:
A new transit system that provides a broader range of services to support the different
travel patterns of a growing population is proposed;

e Bus Rapid Transit (BRT) facilities are one component of the overall system that will
help provide direct and frequent service to and through the core area, providing
service to the primary transit markets today and in the long-term;

e A number of phased Transit improvements are being proposed for the next 10
years, ranging from items addressing the customer experience to those addressing
operational services and facilities.

Core Area Bridges:

Based on the technical evaluation and public input, a 33rd Street crossing in conjunction
with Bus Rapid Transit lanes on the University Bridge is recommended as a long-term
option to support core area travel demands, as well as the growth in the strategic infill
areas of the Downtown, North Downtown and the University.

Timing for Implementation:

Plans for Corridor Growth and Transit, including BRT, may be implemented
incrementally with high priority changes identified for the next 0-10 years, while a new
bridge would not likely be considered until some time after ten years.

157



Learn more at www.growingfwd.ca

JUNE 2015

Prepared for the City of Saskatoon by Urban Systems Ltd.




159



PART 1: Setting the Stage 1
PART 2: Corridor Growtth 1
PART 3: Transit 13
PART 4: Core Britges 21
PART 5: Next Steps 25

Looking south along 3 Avenue S at 22 Street E, Saskatoon, SK, Source: Urban
Systems; Victoria Bridge from the west bank of the South Saskatchewan River,

Saskatoon, SK, Source: Urban Systems; 2" Avenue N lofts, Saskatoon, SK, Source:

Urban Systems

160

Gontents



Broadway Avenue mural, Saskatoon, SK, Source: Urban Systems;
The River Centre, Saskatoon, SK, Source: Urban Systems

161



PART 1: Setting the Stage

Saskatoon has evolved from a prairie community
that once experienced modest growth, to one where
prosperity and opportunity has made our city among
the most attractive and exciting places to live in Canada
today. With Saskatoon’s population expected to double
to half a million people over the next thirty to forty years,
change in the city is inevitable.

The Growth Plan to Half a Million (Growth Plan) is
about making choices to proactively manage this change
and to create a city that is vibrant and attractive to future
generations. A vibrant Saskatoon is a city with a diverse
mixture of housing, commercial, social, cultural and
recreational opportunities that are universally accessible
by all modes of transportation including walking, cycling,
transit and driving.

Creating a healthy and sustainable Saskatoon is also
essential to support and attract people from other parts
of Canada and the world. This migration is necessary
to sustain current and anticipated levels of economic
growth and increasing diversity, which benefits the
region, province of Saskatchewan and Canada as a
whole.

This Growth Plan Summary Report #2 highlights the
first four stages of the development process. It begins
with an overview of existing land use and transportation
plans, as well as the long-term aspirations for additional
forms of sustainable growth and moving around the

city with half a million people. The preliminary long-
term directions for the Growth Plan’s core initiatives
of Corridor Growth, Transit and Core Bridges are then
described in further detail. These preliminary directions
will be further shaped by the feedback received during
the March 2015 public events and subsequent surveys.

1.1 Background to the Plan

A few years ago, residents developed a comprehensive
vision for the city through the Saskatoon Speaks
process. This City-led initiative engaged a large portion
of the community in a discussion about the city’s future.
Residents were asked to share what they value and their
aspirations for Saskatoon. Eight interrelated themes
and visions were identified. These themes contributed
significantly to Council’s Strategic Plan 2013-2023
(Strategic Plan).

The Growth Plan is centred on the City’s Strategic Plan
goals of Sustainable Growth and Moving Around. These
goals are about building places to bring people together
and providing more transportation choices as described
in Figure 1.
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Strategic Plan Goals

Sustainable Growth. Saskatoon’s growth is environmentally
and economically sustainable and contributes to a high
quality of life. The city has grown both upward and outward
— reflecting a balance of greenfield and infill development.
Balanced growth has made the city a model of efficiency
and resulted in attractive new people places that reinforce
Saskatoon’s sense of community.

Downtown is built up and bustling. Main streets and
community hubs are urban villages. New neighbourhoods
are walkable and well-planned; older neighbourhoods have
been renewed and revitalized.

Our City Centre is a vibrant hub for culture, commerce and
civic life. And, getting to and from this thriving, creative
space is easy, safe and enjoyable.

Moving Around. Our investments in infrastructure and new
modes of transportation have shifted attitudes about the best
ways to get around.

Our transportation network includes an accessible and
efficient transit system and a comprehensive network of bike
routes. People still use cars, and also rely on options such as
public transit, walking and cycling.

Growth has brought new roads and bridges that improve
connectivity for all travel modes. Improved streetscapes,
interconnected streets and well-planned neighbourhoods
encourage walking and cycling.

Attractive options to the car alleviate congestion and ensure
people and goods can move around the city quickly and
easily.

Figure 1: Strategic Plan 2013-2023
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1.2 Growth Plan to Half a Million

The Growth Plan is made up of several parts that, when
combined, form a new growth model for Saskatoon
(see Figure 2). Corridor Growth, Transit and Core
Bridges make up the core initiatives. There are also
four supporting initiatives that will serve the needs of
our growing city. These supporting initiatives include
Employment Areas, Active Transportation, Water &
Sewer and Financing Growth.

Figure 2: Growth Plan Themes

1.3 What Has Been Done?

The City has already prepared several strategic plans to
support a doubling of Saskatoon’s population over the
nextthirty years. Figure 3 illuatrates sustainable land use
plans developed for New Suburban Areas, Neighbouhood
Infill and Strategic Infill Areas of the Downtown, North
Downtown and within the University of Saskatchewan.
Additionally, road network improvements for expanding
areas of the city have also been planned to serve the
movement of people, goods and services.

These land use plans and transportation system
investments highlighted below and on the following
page, serve as the foundational assumptions for the
Growth Plan.

New Suburban Neighbourhoods

The City has recently developed detailed plans for
new growth areas including Blairmore, University
Heights and Holmwood. Through these area plans, the
traditional models of suburban growth are being re-
imagined so that new neighbourhoods include mixed-
use buildings, apartments and townhouses that are
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focused around higher density cores and include public
gathering spaces. These neighbourhoods could support
approximately 60% of the long-term population growth
in the city.

Strategic Infill

Saskatoon’s Downtown, North Downtown and areas
around the University of Saskatchewan have the
potential to accommodate significant growth. As
major employment and activity hubs, these areas are
focal points for Saskatoon. Their success as complete
communities that support opportunities to work, live,

Strategic
Infill: 25%
New Suburban
Neighbourhood Areas: 60%
Infill: 15%

Figure 3: Planned Growth Areas



shop and socialize in the same area is critical to the
economic success of the city, region and Province.
Once completed, these areas could accommodate
approximately 25% of the city’s growth to half a million
people.

Neighbourhood Infill Areas

The City has also identified an existing trend
towards increasing density in established residential
neighbourhoods that can accommodate smaller-scale
growth (e.g. duplexes, townhouses, secondary suites).
Known as Neighbourhood Infill, growth in these areas
will provide additional housing options for current
and future residents. Neighbourhood Infill could
accommodate approximately 15% of the city’s long-
term population growth.

Transit

In recent years, the rate of population growth has
outpaced the annual increases in transit services (1.8%
per year) in the city. With current population growth
expected to continue at approximately 2.5% per year,
Saskatoon as a whole will continue to experience
declining transit service levels in many areas. As the
city’s population moves toward half a million people, the
lagging investments in transit will reduce the share of
transit travel and will place even more pressures on the
roadway network.

Roadways

The city’s roadway network supports the movement of
people, goods and services. The City has been working
with residents, as well as the Province of Saskatchewan,
on the provision of new and improved roadways that will
serve New Suburban Neighbourhoods and support the

movement of people, goods and services (see Figure 4).
Investments in major municipal roads and the Perimeter
Highway will expand areas of the city, including
employment growth planned for the North Industrial
area. Other network improvements within the core area
of the city and new crossings such as the Traffic Bridge
will make best use of existing infrastructure, and serve
other modes such as transit, walking and cycling.

Even with the foundations for planned growth and
investments in the roadway network across the city over
the nextthirty to forty years, travel demands and delays on
the city’s street system will increase significantly. Beyond
the long-term pressures of growth on the transportation
systems, the overall character and quality of life within

0 - 10 YEAR PRIORITIES

* NEW/UPGRADED INTERCHANGE
E— NEWROAD
. 'MAJOR INTERSECTION UPGRADE

BEYOND 10 YEARS

NEW/UPGRADED INTERCHANGE
OR INTERSECTION

NEW ROAD
POTENTIAL NEW ROAD

HIGHWAY
* NEW INTERCHANGE
S APPROVED PERIMETER HIGHWAY ALIGNMENT

o CONCEPTUAL PERIMETER HIGHWAY ALIGNMENT

— - —  cmvums

S RAILWAYS

P (&l

Figure 4: Planned Long-term Major Roads & Bridges,
Source: City of Saskatoon
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the city is at risk. Without further efforts to shape growth
patterns as well as to increase transportation choices
in Saskatoon, the social, economic and environmental
aspirations of the community may not be achieved.
As major streets become busier and more congested,
they will become even greater barriers for social and
economic connections and activity. In fact, residents
have clearly stated that corridors such as 22" Street and
8" Street are already significant barriers. In much the
same way that Broadway Avenue has become one of the
city’s most vibrant streets for people, many other areas
of the city have significant potential to become attractive
places through integrated land use and transportation
planning.
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1.4 What Needs to be Addressed?

To establish a new growth model for Saskatoon, the
Growth Plan is centered on three core initiatives as
outlined below:

Corridor Growth

Much like many other cities, major corridors in
Saskatoon tend to attract low density, auto-oriented land
uses and can discourage other modes of transportation.
They are typically disconnected from the communities
that surround them and are often considered barriers to
neighbourhoods on either side of the corridor.

As the city grows, major corridors have the potential
to not only become the centre of the communities that
surround them, but they can support and foster a greater
mixture of housing choices, employment opportunities
and retail activity. They can become places with excellent
transit services and facilities, attractive pedestrian
amenities and a comfortable cycling network.

The Corridor Growth theme of the Growth Plan explores
opportunities for increased densities and a greater
mixture of residential and commercial uses along
Saskatoon’s major corridors over the next thirty to
forty years. Following the Growth Plan, localized area
plans (referred to as Secondary Plans) will be prepared
for those corridors with the greatest potential for
redevelopment. These Secondary Plans will work with
land owners and area residents on the form of growth
that may occur.

Transit

Attractive and accessible transit is essential to improve
mobility in Saskatoon. The transit system must strive

for an exceptional customer experience through
efficient, accessible and reliable service. The Growth
Plan examines current and projected travel markets
and explores options to make future transit service in
Saskatoon a more attractive choice for daily travel needs.

As part of the transit system, rapid transit can provide
frequent, higher capacity transit services between key
areas of the city, and support growth and development
along major corridors. The Growth Plan considers the
feasibility of rapid transit in Saskatoon to serve primary
travel patterns and to support Corridor Growth. The
preferred rapid transit technologies (bus and/or rail),
routes and transit station locations are identified within
the long-term plan.

Core Bridges

As Saskatoon’s population grows within and outside
the core area of the city, so too will demands for travel
across the river. The Growth Plan will assess forecasted
travel demands across core area bridges and identify
potential strategies to increase the people-carrying
capacity of existing and potential future river crossings
in the core area of the city.

As the long-term directions of the Growth Plan takes
shape, four other supporting initiatives are also being
explored: Employment Areas, Active Transportation,
Water & Sewer and Financing Growth.

1.5 The Process

The Growth Plan is being developed through a five
phase process. Residents of Saskatoon have already
been involved in discussions on everything from current
and future challenges to identification of potential long-
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term changes for the city. The timing and outcomes of
each phase are described below and are illustrated in
Figure 5.

Phase 1: Setting the Stage (October to December 2013)
provided a review past planning initiatives, presented
current plans and summarized existing conditions and
baseline growth patterns in order to highlight what’s at
stake for Saskatoon.

Phase 2: Focusing Our Shared Vision (January to March
2014) utilized input from Saskatoon residents to create
the goals and objectives that will shape the long-term
directions for Corridor Growth, Transit and Core Bridges.
Public Event #1 examined what’s at stake for the city
without the Growth Plan to solicit input on challenges
and opportunities to be addressed through the process.

Phase 3: What are the Possibhilities? (April to December
2014) included the development and evaluation of
optional strategies for Corridor Growth, Transit as well
as Core Bridges. Preliminary ideas were presented at
Public Event #2 and further evaluated with community
input and feedback.

Phase 4: What is the Preferred Plan? (January to June
2015) will form the long-term directions of the Growth
Plan. Public Event #3 examined preliminary long-term
directions with the community and the feedback will be
used to shape the preferred plan.

Phase 5: How do We Make this Happen? (July 2015
to December 2015) will outline the steps to start
implementing the Growth Plan. The preferred plan
and implementation priorities will be presented to the
community during Public Event #4.



1.6 Who's Involved and How

Balanced, representative engagement is paramount to
the success of the Growth Plan. Throughout the process,
the broader Saskatoon community has been engaged at
each stage through public events, workshops, focused
discussion groups, and one-on-one conversations as
illustrated in Figure 5.

While much of the community involvement has taken
place during key project milestones, several forms of

Today’s conditions & Issues
Baseline trends
Relevant practices

Goals & objectives
Conditions for success
Public Event #1
(February 2014)

outreach and engagement have also been available
throughout the process as outlined below.

Public events: including presentations, open houses and
workshops with residents and community stakeholders
at four key milestones during the project.

Website: the project website, www.growingfwd.ca,
is used to allow interested individuals the opportunity
to learn more about the Growth Plan, share opinions
though surveys and find out about upcoming events.

Figure 5: Project Stages and Public Engagement Schedule

Options identification &
evaluation

Public Event #2
(November 2014)

Detailed plans
Key features
Public Event #3
(March 2015)

Implementation priorities &
actions
Secondary Plan Guideliness

Public Event #4 (Fall 2015)

4

Community outreach: targeted towards groups that
may be under-represented at public events and to
promote greater opportunity for discussion among key
stakeholders.

Council meetings: preliminary directions and public
feedback have been shared with City Council throughout
the process.

Photos: Growth Plan public engagement sessions, Source: Urban Systems
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21¢t Street East, Saskatoon, SK, Source: Urban Systems;
College Drive, Saskatoon, SK, Source: Urban Systems
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PART 2: Corridor Growth

City residents have expressed a desire to live in
communities with more housing options, transportation
choices and amenities - all within a walkable and safe
environment. Great strides have already been taken
towards planning sustainable growth patterns with the
design of New Suburban Neighbourhoods, plans for
redevelopment in Strategic Infill Areas, and new policies
for small-scale Neighbourhood Infill. The next step for
shaping Saskatoon’s plans for sustainable land use
patterns involves identifying major corridors in the city
that have the potential to support redevelopment.

2.1 Saskatoon Today

Like many North American cities, Saskatoon initially
developed outward from downtown along a network
of streetcar lines. During the first half of the twentieth
century, streetcar lines and bridges helped to drive
residential and commercial growth along key corridors.
At the same time, the city maintained a relatively
compact urban form. In the Post-War period, the rise
of the automobile led to the rapid expansion of the city’s
built-up area, typically in the form of auto-oriented
development in the urban and suburban areas of the city.

Today, many of Saskatoon’s major corridors are
designed primarily for automobiles, with very little
space for walking and cycling or for socializing along the
street. As a result, many of these corridors are barriers

to the community.

Permitted land uses along most major corridors generally
consist of low-density, commercial activity which is
designed to support automobile access, rather than
encourage other modes. These forms of development
typically consist of large-scale blocks that are not
walkable or accessible for transit and cycling. Buildings
are set back from the street with a vast expanse of parking
in front and there are limited pedestrian connections to
neighbouring areas of the community. For many major
corridors in the city (such as 22" Street, 8™ Street, etc.),
this development form can be spread along the entire
corridor (linear) and at specific points along the corridor
(nodes) as experienced at suburban centres (such as
Confederation Suburban Centre, etc.). In either case,
these land use characteristics are not inviting to people
and are often barriers to the communities that surround
them.
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2.1 Future Land Use Patterns Without the
Growth Plan

Without the Growth Plan, Saskatoon’s major corridors
would continue to attract low density, auto-oriented
land uses that typically discourage walking, cycling
and public transit. In many locations, major corridors
function primarily as a major travel route, and they do
not provide vibrant places that might attract one to
stop, linger and go from place to place for typical daily
activities such as shopping, eating, working out, meeting
others for coffee, etc.

In many locations, the city’s major corridors have the
potential to function as destinations for surrounding
neighbourhoods, providing places where people can
go to access retail stores, restaurants, offices and
community amenities. In other locations, the city’s

Figure 6: Example Major Corridor Attributes, Source: Urban Systems
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major corridors have the potential to offer new, urban
housing opportunities with attractive access to transit.
Thus, Corridor Growth has the potential to create new,
vibrant communities along the city’s major transit routes
and along other developing corridors.

During the first public event, community members
identified areas they considered to be vibrant already as
well as areas that are the least vibrant as summarized in
Figure 7.

Itis expected that initial Corridor Growth will occur along
the city’s major transit routes. In this respect, transit
investment has the potential to act as a catalyst for
Corridor Growth, and Corridor Growth has the potential

Most Vibrant Areas / Streets

Broadway Avenue 51
Spadina Crescent 26
14th Street 13
20th Street 12
2nd Avenue 9
College Drive 9
S T

Least Vibrant Areas / Streets

8th Street 59
22nd Street 43
Idylwyld Drive 39
College Drive 28
Circle Drive 28
33rd Street 13
o 10 2 W o0 s @ 7

Figure 7: Most Vibrant & Least Vibrant Areas / Streets
Source: Winter 2014 Engagement Summary Report #1

to reinforce transit ridership. Corridor Growth would
provide exciting new choices for housing, meeting daily
needs, and moving around the city. It is also essential
to transform the appearance of major roadways. Without
Corridor Growth, by default these opportunities would
be more limited.

2.3 Aspirations for Corritor Growth

The Growth Plan explores opportunities for developing
complete communities along major corridors, supported
by attractive transit services. These communities will be
designed to achieve the following objectives:

W Support and encourage a variety of building types,
densities and forms;

m Create public spaces that are inviting, active and

DENSITY & SCALE of developments

6 Transit investment has the potential to act
as a catalyst for Corridor Growth, and Corridor
Growth has the potential to reinforce transit
ridership. €9

memorable for residents and visitors alike;

B [mprove access to employment opportunities and
commercial businesses and services;

W Improve mobility options for people along major
corridors and across the city;

W Enhance connectivity between and  within

neighbourhoods; and,

B Support the efficient provision of infrastructure.

In principle, most major roads in the city could become
attractive places for people and support a balanced

MIXTURE of land uses

DESIGN streets for people
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Figure 8: 2" Avenue - Attributes of Vibrant Corridors



transportation system to enhance mobility for all modes.
In order to achieve these objectives, the form and shape
of development surrounding these major corridors must
include the following attributes:

m Scale of development that is significant enough to
attract people throughout the day and evening and
to support frequent transit services.

m Density of development that provides a growing
market to support local business and creates life and
vitality on the street while remaining sensitive to the
character of surrounding communities.

m Design corridors for people and include wide
sidewalks, street trees, intuitive pedestrian
connections and active, social spaces that will bring
life to the street.

m Mixture of land uses that draw people to the area
throughout the day and evening periods. This is also
essential for attractive two-way transit services.

m Grid Block Structure along major corridors will
create well-connected streets that allow multiple,
convenient and intuitive options to drive, walk, bike
and take transit.

2.4 Preliminary Directions for Corridor
Growth

Within Saskatoon, there are approximately 165km of
major and minor arterial roads. Each of these roadways
is different in terms of their form, function and character.
Although the City wants to encourage all major corridors
in the urban area to be inviting for people with supportive
roadway and land use characteristics, more detailed
plans (known as Secondary Plans) will be needed for
those corridors with the greatest potential to redevelop

Legend

= High Priority New Suburban Areas
=== |\ledium Priority Neighbourhood Infill
| OW Priority Strategic Infill

over the next thirty years and to achieve many of the
previously noted attributes.

In order to evaluate the potential for corridor growth, a
screening process was applied to corridors throughout
the city. Eight types of corridors were evaluated by a
team of planners, architects and land economists and
assessed based on the following considerations:

4] Proximity to transit needed to support higher
density, mixed use development either today, or
through the Growth Plan process.

4] Opportunity to invest in currently underutilized
lands that could be redeveloped.

™ urban block structure that is easy to navigate with
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Figure 9: Priorities for Corridor Growth Potential

compact blocks that improve accessibility, provide
route choice and support street-facing development.

4] Continuity of destinations that connect key areas of
the city, and bring street presence as land uses are
en-route to other places

The screening process resulted in a short list of major
candidate corridors. These candidate corridors were
further evaluated for redevelopment potential. Figure 9
illustrates the priority of candidate corridors and nodes
with the greatest potential for redevelopment in which to
undertake Secondary Plans.
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The Secondary Plan process must include extensive
stakeholder consultation with land owners, as well as
area residents and businesses to develop a complete
vision for the area in addition to confirming the scale
and type of development that is flexible and supported
by the community.

Although increased scale, density and mixture of
land uses may be encouraged for all major corridors,
a preliminary review of each high priority corridor
provided further insight to the infill potential and
suitability for linear and nodal development. This review
found that certain sections along the high priority
corridors have greater potential for redevelopment than
others. For example, sections of 22" Street between
Avenue P and Idylwyld Drive have greater potential than
others along the corridor. Additionally, the Confederation
Suburban Centre was found to have a high potential for
redevelopment to accommodate a greater mixture of
land uses in a more walkable urban shopping district.

Over the next thirty years, the City can take steps to
transform these important assets into great places for
people to live, work, shop and socialize.

Figure 10 and the following discussion illustrates the
potential character and scale of redevelopment that may
be explored along each high priority corridor through
Secondary Plans.

[ In fact, these high priority corridors could
account for up to 15% of the city’s growth over
the next thirty years. 9

10

Confederation SC
(227 Street)

Idylwyld Drive
(22 Street to Circle Drive)

College Drive / Preston Avenue
(Clarence to Circle Drive)

Potential Re-development
3,000 to 5,500 dwelling units

Potential Re-development
500 to 1,000 dwelling units

Potential Re-development
9,000 to 13,000 dwelling units
250,000 to 300,000 m2 office /

90,000 to 120,000 m2 commercial 6,500 to 7,000 m2 commercial academic / hotel space
22" Street 8 Street Holmwood SC
(Circle Drive to Idylwyld) (Broadway to Holmwood) (8™ Street)

Potential Re-development
1,500 to 3,500 dwelling units
44,000 to 50,000 m2 commercial

Potential Re-development
5,300 to 12,000 dwelling units
225,000 to 300,000 m2 commercial

Potential to Shape Concept Plans
To be determined

Figure 10: Magnitude of Potential Growth on High Priority Major Corridors (Linear & Nodal)

Linear Growth Areas

m 22" Street. Introduce higher density transit-
oriented development on under-utilized parcels,
adjacent to future rapid transit, that support more
diverse and intensive residential, commercial and
amenity opportunities.
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m 8" Street. Focus higher density development on
large parcels adjacent to planned rapid transit
and enhance the streetscape to facilitate a more
comfortable and inviting walking and cycling
experience.



m College Drive/ Preston Avenue.

Support the
University of Saskatchewan’s Vision 2057 to create
a mix of housing types and densities with services
and employment within a five minute walk of rapid
transit stations.

Idylwyld Drive. Advance the mixed-use infill
opportunities that support the objectives in the
North Downtown Master Plan and Saskatchewan
Polytechnic long-terms plans for facility expansion
and student housing. Enhancing the streetscape of
Idylwyld Drive to be more inviting, attractive and
safe for pedestrians.

Nodal Growth Areas

m Confederation Suburban Centre. Potential to build

on the success of the existing centre by creating
strong multi-modal connections within the area, to
surrounding neighbourhoods and to future rapid
transit facilities using attractive land uses that bring
life to the centre.

Holmwood Suburban Centre. Because Holmwood is
currently in the concept phase, there is opportunity to
create a mixed-use, walkable and dynamic suburban
centre that is built around a rapid transit station and

functions as the heart of the neighbourhood. This will
need to happen in conjunction with the development
plans being completed by the principal developer.

Redevelopment of these priority areas could significantly
enhance sustainable growth patterns for Saskatoon,
while at the same time improving the street environment
for people. In fact, these high priority corridors could
account for up to 15% of the city’s growth over the next
thirty years.

Figure 11: What'’s Possible for 8" Street
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12

Downtown Transit Terminal, Saskatoon, SK, Source: Urban Systems;
Place Riel Transit Terminal, Saskatoon, SK, Source: Urban Systems
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PART J: Transit

Public transit is a major focus of the Growth Plan, given
the important role that transit service plays in supporting
and shaping the growth of any city. Residents have
expressed a desire for Saskatoon to have an accessible
and efficient transit system with an attractive customer
experience. While people will still use cars, an efficient
transit system with rapid transit priority lanes will
provide options to alleviate and even bypass congestion
ensuring that people can move around the city quickly
and easily.

There is also a community desire to link transit with
the development of major corridors. In this respect,
frequent transit services and attractive transit facilities
will act as a catalyst for growth and support investments
in rapid transit along select major corridors. New transit-
oriented community development would also support
various strategic goals such as access to housing
options and the development of attractive, mixed-use
neighbourhoods where people can work, shop and play.

The Growth Plan includes the development of a long-
term transit plan which examines the feasibility of rapid
transit to better serve the residents of Saskatoon.

3.1 Saskatoon Today

Saskatoon’s transit system accommodates approximately
9.5 million passengers per year (based on 2013), or less
than 5% of daily travel (see Figure 12). In comparison to
other mid-size Canadian cities, the proportion of people
using transit for work trips in Saskatoon is relatively low.
Factors contributing to this lower ridership may include
the transit customer experience, low density land use
patterns and other transportation system characteristics
(such as abundant supplies of free parking and roadways
with limited congestion).

Most weekday transit trips start along a select number
of corridors in the city where there is a concentration of
medium and high density land uses. Figure 13 illustrates
the most active bus stop locations in Saskatoon during
the afternoon peak period. These patterns suggest that a
majority of transit customers start their afternoon trips
in higher density areas of the city such as Downtown,
the University and Suburban Centre locations. In fact,
approximately 80% of all transit trips start and end in
the Downtown and University areas. Additionally, several
major corridors with higher density and a greater mixture
of land uses support the strongest transit ridership in the
city today. Conversely, suburb-to-suburb travel, can be
more difficult to serve with transit since driving is often
much more convenient and travel times are relatively
low compared to transit.
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Figure 12: Commuting via Transit Across Canada

Like many Canadian cities, it is time for Saskatoon to
move beyond a coverage based system where moderate
services are within walking distance of most people,
to one where exceptional services are concentrated
along specific high-demand corridors. Although most
residents are within reasonable walking distance of a
bus route, transit service frequency along many of these
corridors is generally low with buses running every
15 minutes during peak periods, and over 30 minutes
during off-peak periods. This is a typical coverage-based
transit system.
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Figure 13: Primary Afternoon Transit Customer Origins (>10 passenger boardings)



3.2 Future Patterns Without the Growth Plan

Thirty-year transit ridership forecasts serve as a starting
point in identifying key transit customer markets. These
forecasts account for a ‘base’ level of transit service
and do not reflect significant changes to the transit
system. If we maintain the current rates of investment,
transit service will not keep pace with Saskatoon’s
rapid population growth. As Figure 14 illustrates, with
lagging investments in transit, overall service hours per
capita will decline over the next thirty years. Although
the overall travel demand is expected to grow, the
proportion of people using transit will decline without a
corresponding increase in service levels.

2.5
g 20
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= 15
5 1.3
I
s 10
[9p]

0.5

Today 2045 Business

as usual

Figure 14: Transit Service Levels (per person)

Consistent with today’s patterns, east-west transit
demands across the city will continue to be higher than
north-south demands. The Downtown and University
will remain the strongest transit markets in the long-
term. However, in order to achieve goals for transit mode
share, north-south transit service will also need to be
improved.

Figure 15 illustrates the major transit travel patterns
forecasted for Saskatoon with a population of half a
million people. Primary transit markets support the
largest transit ridership patterns and offer the greatest
opportunities for rapid transit. Secondary transit
markets are the next highest in terms of transit travel
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& If we maintain the current rates of investment,
transit service will not keep pace with Saskatoon’s
rapid population growth. (C)

demands, where rapid transit services could warrant
transit priority treatments along congested corridors and
at intersections. Frequent transit service markets include
areas where customers would ideally be able to access
attractive services throughout the day and evening,
seven days a week. Along both rapid and frequent transit
corridors, attractive and accessible customer amenities
at stops and stations must be designed for the safety
and comfort of passengers.

Figure 15: Long-term Transit Markets
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3.3 Aspirations for Transit

When asked about the barriers to using transit today in
Saskatoon, many people that participated in the Winter
2014 public events and online survey pointed to attributes
that are critical to making transit attractive such as transit
frequency, travel time, directness and reliability. When
asked about the features most important to them for
rapid transit, most people identified not only increased
frequency, but the provision of transit priority treatments
to reduce travel times between key destinations.

Transit in Saskatoon will strive to be an attractive
customer-oriented service. A broader range of services
will support varying travel demands and rapid transit
will complement the overall transit system and serve as
the spine of the transit network. Rapid transit corridors
and stations will be planned to enhance mobility for
residents and visitors. The long-term objectives for the
transit system are briefly highlighted below:

m Support and shape growth and development within
the city;

B Provide frequent, direct and reliable transit services
for the most significant travel markets;

W Provide neighbourhood services that support local
area travel and connections to primary corridors;

m QOver the next thirty years, increase daily city-wide
transit mode share (proportion of people using
transit) from 4% to 8% percent, and peak period
transit mode share to the downtown and University
areas from 10% to 25%, and;

W Provide facilities that enhance safety and comfort for
customers.

16

180
160
140
120
100
80
60
40
20

Number of respondents

Frequency Travel Time Directness

For transit to be successful in serving the travel needs
of existing and potential customers, the community has
clearly identified the need to get the ‘basics’ right. As
noted by some of the feedback received to date from
the broader Saskatoon community, the most important
features to improve in the transit system are:

Frequency. Transit services that operate
every 15 minutes (or better) mean
customers spend less time waiting.

Directness. Transit routes that provide
direct connections to key destinations
create higher demand.

Travel times. Reduced travel times provide
an attractive alternative to driving for some
users.
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Reliability

Comfort & Safety
Convenience

Figure 16: Barriers to Using Transit in Saskatoon
Source: Winter 2014 Engagement Summary Report #1

Reliability. Reliable service and priority
treatment during high-traffic times makes
it easier to use transit for getting to and
from work.

Safety, comfort, and convenience.
Accessible transit stops, exchanges
and stations located close to amenities
make transit more convenient. Improved
facilities featuring seating, shelters,
lighting and transit system information
improve safety and create a more
comfortable user experience.

Customer service and information.
Readily available schedule and route
information helps to reduce transit wait
time frustrations and makes it easy to
navigate the transit system.



3.4 Preliminary Directions for Transit

Enhanced transportation choices throughout Saskatoon
must be centered on improving the transit experience
for existing and potential customers and addressing
some of the critical barriers previously described. The
preliminary long-term directions for transit are captured
through six key themes as described below. Many of
these changes need to begin NOW and require increased
investments to improve service levels and transit
facilities.

1. Transit Customer Experience

The customer experience is central to the success of
transit in Saskatoon. The community has clearly stated
the experience on transit needs to be improved NOW!
The preliminary directions include steps that Saskatoon

Transit can take to make customer service a foundation
of the transit business. Whether it’s planning a trip or
getting to the destination, there are many things that can
be done to improve the experience for customers of all
ages and abilities. Some of the potential improvements
included in preliminary plans are illustrated in Figure 17.

2. Increasing the Range of Bus Services

The needs of transit customers vary. Some want to get
around their neighbourhood and need reliable, accessible
service near their home and destination. Others want
fast, direct service and are willing to walk to catch a bus
- especially if the bus is frequent. Saskatoon’s existing
services and routing provide reasonable coverage to
a majority of residents, but cannot adequately serve
many of the customer needs. The preliminary directions
for transit include offering a broader range of services

WHAT DOES

SERVIGE TYPE ITD0?

Connects major

‘l’Many changes to the transit system need to
begin NOW and require increased investments to
improve service levels and transit facilities. (C)

and routing that will do more for existing and future
customers (see Figure 18).

3. Transit Services Network

For transit to be a more attractive choice for residents,
the amount of service offered in Saskatoon needs
to grow faster than the population. By increasing
frequencies and introducing new services to more areas
of the city, transit will better serve existing and future
travel demands of its customers. Figure 19 illustrates
the proposed structure of long-term transit services for
Saskatoon.

VEHICLE TYPE

FREQUENCIES

FREQUENT
RELIABLE
COVERAGE

Bus Fapid destinations and Peak: 5 min. orless |, 1 op 1y 1oy
Corridors areas with the Off-peak: 10 min.
highest demands.

Frequent Connects hi Peak: 10 min.

gher )
Transit Service = demand areas. 0Off-peak: 15 min. v vvv

or less
Conventional | Gonnects Peak: 15 min. or less viv
Service neighbourhoods. Off-peak: 30 min.
Community ggrf;gicdtso 'l?t\g/r areas Peak: 15-30 min. ol
Shuttle to main corridors. Off-peak: 30 min.
Commuter Connects with Peak period and
X surrounding limited midday

Service communities. service v “IY

Figure 17: Improving the Customer Experience
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Figure 18: Broader Range of Transit Services
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M Rapid Transit. The ‘spine’ of the transit system

in Saskatoon will be defined by Bus Rapid Transit
(BRT) corridors equipped with dedicated lanes and
unique stations. Buses operating in dedicated lanes
will easily support the city’s projected ridership for
the next 25 years or more. Beyond this timeframe,
other technologies such as Light Rail Transit (LRT)
may be explored to support higher levels of demand
and corridor growth around planned stations and
corridors.

The enhanced rapid transit services and facilities
will also encourage higher density, mixed land use
patterns that contribute toward vibrant, walkable
communities. Similar to other transit-friendly
communities such as Ottawa and Winnipeg, buses
will be directed toward the rapid transit corridors
from surrounding areas to provide a direct,
transferless transit service to and through the
downtown and University areas. The cumulative
frequencies will result in 5 minute or less bus
service along BRT corridors.

The Red Line BRT corridors represent approximately
22 km of dedicated bus lanes with 26 stations
between Blairmore, University Heights and
Holmwood (see Figure 21). As dedicated lanes are
implemented, nearby transit terminals such as in the
downtown, University and Confederation Suburban
Centre may be replaced with on-street stations.

The Blue Line BRT corridors include approximately
12 km between Nutana and Lawson Heights. The
projected ridership and service levels would support
transit priority treatments such as intersection
queue jumpers and signal priority.

M Frequent Transit Corridors. Beyond the BRT

corridors, Frequent Transit Corridors (FTC) will
become an identifiable feature of the city’s transit
system. Bus services should operate every 15
minutes or less along FTCs, for 15 hours per day,
7 days a week. With growing north-south travel
from Stonebridge and planned growth in Blairmore,
University Heights and Holmwood, FTCs can be
created along corridors such as 33" Street, Preston
Avenue and McCormond Drive. FTCs should be
equipped with comfortable stops with shelters
and rider information where transit ridership and
boardings is highest.

M conventional Transit Services (including Suburban

Centre Services). Conventional transit services
may form the largest part of the transit network in
the city. Within the core areas of the city, the ‘grid
structure’ of conventional services along several
major roadways could enhance access to BRT Lines
and FTCs where customers can transfer at stations
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Photo: 3 Avenue N Transit Stop , Source: City of Saskatoon

and have comfortable stops. Conventional services
may also be designed to support local trip making
and connections between Suburban Centres and the
North Industrial Area. In order to be attractive, peak
and off-peak services should be at least every 15
minutes and 30 minutes respectively.

4] Community Shuttle and Flexible Service. Lower

density residential and employment areas of the
city such as the North Industrial Area may be best
served by smaller buses and in some cases on-
demand pick-up and drop-off areas.

M commuter Service. As the city and surrounding

communities continue to grow, so too will regional
travel. Commuter Services in Saskatoon can provide
connections between surrounding areas such as
Warman / Martensville and primary destinations in
the city such as the industrial area, downtown and
the University. Although Commuter Services are
included in the long-term Transit Plan, they would be
financially supported by surrounding municipalities.
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4. Dedicated Rapid Transit Lanes & Stations

Many of the city’s frequent and conventional transit
services from Blairmore, University Heights and
Holmwood will be directed toward the Red Line BRT
corridor. As ridership grows, dedicated bus lanes will
be developed to accommodate demands and to improve
travel times and reliability for transit passengers and
services. Transit stations will need to be designed with
large platforms, heated shelters, seating and other
amenities to comfortably support more passengers.
Figure 20 illustrates the rapid transit corridors and
planned station locations.

5. Park-and-Ride Lots
Park-and-ride lots will be required nearby stations on
the periphery of the city to increase opportunities to use
transit. Preliminary locations for consideration include
University Heights, Acadia Drive and Confederation, as
well as Lawson Heights.

20

Figure 20: Dedicated Bus Lanes & Stations

6. Transit Terminal Removal

The Downtown and Place Riel Transit Terminals will be
removed and replaced with on-street transit stations
along 3" Avenue and College Drive, respectively, as
part of the BRT corridors. These corridors and station
areas may be improved not only for transit customers,
but to create a street environment that attracts and
accommodates people to the area. Stops and layover
facilities may still be required for some local serving
routes.

‘sRapid transit services will operate on
dedicated bus lanes as demand grows to support
projected ridership and enhance travel speed,
reliability and time. €9
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PART 4: Gore Britges

Saskatoon residents have identified a desire for new
roads and bridges that improve connectivity for all
transportation modes. Another initiative of the Growth
Plan includes a review of the city’s core area bridges
and the roadways that surround them in order to
accommodate both growth in traffic as well as the
potential of dedicated space for rapid transit. The
City has already worked to identify several long-term
roadway improvements to support growth and mobility
throughout Saskatoon (such as the Perimeter Highway,
the North Commuter Parkway Bridge and the Traffic
Bridge). The Growth Plan builds on these improvements
and focuses primarily on bridge and network needs in
the core area within Circle Drive.

4.1 Saskatoon Today

Saskatoon’s existing road network inside Circle Drive is
distinctly different than the network outside Circle Drive.
In the older, more established areas inside Circle Drive,
there is a grid network of roads that provide alternative
and continuous north-south and east-west routes. With
the exception of river crossings, the grid road system
provides a variety of optional routes, which helps to
ensure that most roads do not need to be more than four
lanes wide. The grid road system also helps to maintain
the quality of urban areas by providing a coherent,
walkable block structure with parcels that can easily

redevelop over time. Outside Circle Drive, the street
system is more curved and indirect in some areas, often
with only one route in and out of the community. These
areas are often less walkable and bicycle friendly and
are challenging for transit as all routes in and out of the
community are indirect.

In the city’s core, the current level of congestion
is generally modest and typical of a mid-size city.
Saskatoon’s core area is currently supported by three
bridges where afternoon peak traffic volumes are slightly
higher than the morning period. Although core area
bridges can generally support the existing peak hour
traffic demands (see Figure 21), roadways connecting

@ Senator Sid Buckwold Bridge | (O  Broadway Bridge @  Universiy Bridge

Peak Hour Traffic Volume Peak Hour Traffic Volume

5,000 5,000 5,000
4,000 4,000 4,000
3,000

3,000 3,000

- -

1,000 1,000 . 1,000
0 0 0

2,000 2,000

Vehicles per direction
Vehicles per direction
Vehicles per direction

Peak Hour Traffic Volume

W DEMAND M CAPACITY W DEMAND M CAPACITY

B DEMAND W CAPACITY

Figure 21: Existing Traffic Demands vs. Capacity of Core Area
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to the bridges typically experience moderate delays with
some isolated areas of recurring congestion during peak
periods. These core area bridges are largely serving
travel to and from the core area of the city, as opposed
to ‘through’ trips that neither start nor end inside the
Circle Drive area.

4.2 Future Trends Without the Growth Plan

As Saskatoon’s population reaches half a million people
over the next thirty to forty years, it is projected the city’s
roadway network will need to support 100,000 additional

Figure 22: Core Bridge Congestion (2045 Rush Hour)
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vehicle trips during the morning and afternoon peak
hour (a 220% increase).

Although all areas of the city are expected to generate
more vehicle travel, suburban areas will experience the
greatest increase. At the same time, without significant
investment in transit, vehicle travel across core area
bridges is projected to increase by 80 to 100 percent
during the peak periods. Even with the replacement of
the Traffic Bridge, peak delays and congestion will grow
significantly across core area bridges with a ‘business-
as-usual’ approach (see Figure 22). In order to alleviate
some of this congestion, the ‘people-carrying’ capacity
of the city’s core area bridges will need to increase
significantly.

4.3 Aspirations for Core Bridges

Core area bridges will continue to be primary routes to
and from established areas of the city, while planned
peripheral roadways and bridges support vehicle travel
among suburban growth areas. Core area bridges
and networks should support growing travel for all
transportation modes (cars, transit, bikes, walking)
and serve planned growth within the City Centre, North
Downtown and University area.

Potential new crossings serving the core area of the City
for the long-term must be designed with the following
key attributes:

m Connect arterial roads that serve travel between
growing communities in Saskatoon.

W Primarily serve core area travel rather than vehicle
travel that starts and ends outside Circle Drive.
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& In order to accommodate this growth in traffic,
the ‘people-carrying’ capacity of the city’s core area
bridges will need to increase significantly. (C)

® Connect pedestrians, cyclists, transit and vehicles to
promote sustainable modes of travel within the core
areas.

m Continue the grid street pattern that exists within
the core area to not only promote use of alternative
modes, but to minimize impacts of increasing traffic
on neighbourhoods.

W Create an urban street character on both sides of any
new crossing within the core area (see Figure 23).

Figure 23: Urban Character for New Crossing,
Photo source: Urban Systems



When asked about the core area bridge choices that
should be considered, most people that participated in
the public events and online surveys supported the need
to increase ‘people-carrying capacity’ across the river
by either converting lanes for rapid transit or building a
new bridge to accommodate increased vehicle travel and
rapid transit. A very low proportion of people preferred
to ‘do nothing’ or the ‘business-as-usual’ approach to
the long-term challenges of core area bridge congestion.

4.4 Preliminary Directions for Gore Bridges

As population and employment grows, travel demands
will eventually exceed the available capacity of existing
and planned river crossings within the core area of
the city. Several integrated strategies for increasing
the ‘people-carrying’ capacity across the river inside
the city’s core have been explored, as described and
illustrated in Figure 24 and 25. It should be noted that
existing core area bridges cannot be widened, and that
any new crossing would need to support pedestrians
and cyclists in addition to vehicles and transit.

Through initial community input on the optional
strategies (Public Event #2), an additional crossing
connecting Queen Street to Preston Avenue through
the University was also identified and considered. The
technical evaluation of the optional crossing strategies
is summarized in Table 1. Each option is compared
with the ‘business-as-usual’ option which includes the
planned network improvements and base-level transit
investments. Qualitative and quantitative ratings of
each concept are summarized and compared based on
multiple factors that include: transportation, community,
environment as well as financial criteria.

Business-as-usual
* Planned network improvements
¢ Base transit investments

Build New Bridge

¢ Planned network improvements
* Base transit investments

* 33 Street Crossing

Gonvert Existing Lanes for BRT

* Planned network improvements
* Transit Plan & BRT
» University Bridge BRT Lanes

Any Combination of 2 & 3

e 24" Crossing
¢ Planned network
improvements
¢ Transit Plan
& BRT

e 33 Crossing
¢ Planned network
improvements
e Transit Plan
& BRT

Figure 24: Optional Crossing Strategies

With the limited options available to increase the
‘people-carrying’ capacity of core area bridges, an
integrated strategy of investments in rapid transit as well
as attractive bicycle and pedestrian facilities crossing the
river is required. Based on the technical evaluation, the
preliminary preference to increase mobility of the city’s
core bridges includes the provision of dedicated BRT
lanes across the University Bridge combined with a new
river crossing at 33" Street.

Significantly improved transit in Saskatoon is centered
on increased service levels across the city as well as
approximately 22km of dedicated rapid transit lanes
between Blairmore, Holmwood and University Heights.
Over the next 20 to 30 years, dedicated bus-only lanes
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Figure 25: Crossing Alternatives

approaching and crossing the University Bridge will be
required to serve projected transit ridership with half a
million people in Saskatoon. In fact, if rapid transit lanes
are not implemented, the projected transit ridership
would otherwise require three vehicle travel lanes in
each direction. Effective and attractive rapid transit is
therefore required to increase the ‘people-carrying’
capacity and to limit road widening in response to the
city’s growth. It should also be noted that converting
travel lanes for rapid transit can occur over time with
priority given to College Drive and 25" Street. With
improvements to the bridge approaches, it is anticipated
that dedicated rapid transit lanes will not be required on
the University Bridge for the next 20 years.
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Table 1: Technical Comparison and Evaluation



Once dedicated rapid transit lanes are implemented on
the University Bridge, a new core area river crossing will
be needed to support planned growth inside the core
areas of the city (e.g. City Centre, North Downtown and
University). Although a combined solution of dedicated
bus only lanes on the University Bridge with a new 24
Street crossing is possible, the technical benefits of a
331 Street crossing are greater. As indicated in Table
1, a 331 Street crossing provides better transportation
connections between growth areas on the east and west
sides of the river. Walking, cycling and transit services
would improve sustainable transportation choices to and
from the core area, including planned development for

the University Endowment lands. A 33" Street crossing
would also connect arterial roads to serve growing travel
within the city’s core area. In fact, the spacing of the 33"
Street crossing (approximately 1.5km north and south
of the Circle Drive and University Bridges respectively)
would enhance the grid system of arterial roadways
needed to minimize vehicle travel on neighbourhood
streets.

Although the 33 Street crossing will enhance long-term
connectivity between growing communities of the core
area, the impacts on property and neighbourhoods that
surround the corridor will need to be addressed through
the planning and design process. Ultimately, the City

186

Photo: South Saskatchewan River; Source: Tourism Saskatoon

will want to plan and design a crossing that connects
urban streets with arterial streets similar to Broadway
Avenue and sections of 331 Street.

Recognizing the importance of encouraging alternative
modes of transportation throughout the city, the 331
Street crossing may be deferred for the very long-term
through accelerated investments in transit services and
facilities, maintaining general purpose travel lanes across
the University Bridge as well as implementing other land
use and transportation demand management strategies,
such as parking management in the downtown area and
initiatives to encourage increased use of transit.
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PART 5: NEXT STEPS

Community feedback from the third round of Public Engagement (March to May 2015) will be considered alongside technical evaluations to finalize the preferred long-term
Growth Plan in Phase 4 of the process. An implementation and phasing strategy will then be developed to support the long-term Growth Plan. These strategies will be presented
during the final round of Public Engagement in the Fall of 2015. A final Growth Plan will be presented to Council following that stage for consideration and approval, in early
2016.

Today’s conditions & Issues
Baseline trends
Relevant practices

Goals & objectives
Conditions for success

‘\ Public Event #1
(February 2014)
Options identification &
1 o ' evaluation
S, g Public Event #2
e ~ e (November 2014)
Detailed plans
2 > Key features
Yo, .
S'/; s//) Public Event #3
a9
/@O,V/ Q(// (March 2015)

Implementation priorities &
actions
Secondary Plan Guideliness

Public Event #4 (Fall 2015)

Figure 26: Project Phasing and Next Steps
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OVERVIEW

BETWEEN FEBRUARY AND JUNE, 2015, THE GROWTH
PLAN TO HALF A MILLION TEAM CONSULTED WITH OVER
2,000 SASKATONIANS, GATHERING INPUT ON THE THE
DRAFT LONG-TERM GROWTH PLAN AND PROPOSED
IMPLEMENTATION PRIORITIES. THROUGHOUT THE THIRD
ROUND OF GROWTH PLAN ENGAGEMENT THERE WERE
A VARIETY OF ENGAGEMENT OPPORTUNITIES FOR THE
COMMUNITY TO GET INVOLVED IN AND HAVE THEIR SAY!

234 PUBLIC . 8 TARGETED
WORKSHOP ENGAGEMENT

PARTICIPANTS ACTIVITIES

(MEETINGS, LUNCH-AND-
LEARNS, SURVEYS)

OVER 40 EMAILS
639 SUBMITTED THROUGH
ONLINE PUBLIC THE GROWINGFWD.CA
SURVEYS WEBSITE

801 RANDOM
SAMPLE SURVEYS
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In March 2015, the City of Saskatoon completed the third round of open public engagement for the Growth
Plan to Half a Million (Growth Plan). This followed two rounds of public engagement in 2014 where
community members were asked first to provide input on the high-level direction of the Growth Plan and
then subsequently provide feedback on specific possibilities/options being considered for the Growth Plan’s
core initiatives, Corridor Growth, Transit and Core Bridges. The input received during the first two rounds
of engagement is outlined in the Winter 2014 Engagement Summary Report #1 and Fall 2014 Engagement
Summary Report #2 and helped to inform the draft long-term plan and implementation priorities presented
during this round of engagement.

The third round of open public engagement for the Growth Plan occurred from February 25 to March 18,
2015. This round of engagement presented the community with a detailed overview of the proposed draft
long-term plan and possible implementation priorities for major corridor redevelopment, a new transit
system with BRT, and a 33" Street river crossing with BRT lanes on the University Bridge.

Supplementary Engagement, including an online representative citizen survey and targeted engagement with
affected stakeholders, took place between May and June, 2015.

The input received during this round of engagement is summarized in this report and will be used to help
finalize the long-term directions contained in the Growth Plan and shape priorities for implementing the final
plan.
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2.1 Growth Plan Public Workshops

Two Growth Plan Public Workshops were held on March 3, 2015, at TCU Place. The Public Workshops were
open to all residents and included both a mid-day (12-2 p.m.) and an evening session (6-8 p.m.). A workbook
with detailed information on the draft long-term plan, proposed implementation priorities and activity sheets
was given to each participant as they arrived. The workbook approach was first used during the second round
of engagement and provided participants the choice of working through the material during the workshop
sessions or on their own. This approach was well received by those who participated in the second round of
engagement and as a result was incorporated into the third round of engagement. The March 2015 workbook
was also available online one week prior to the workshops, for those who preferred to review the information
independently, then provide their input either in-person or electronically.

Each Public Workshop began with an overview of what can be anticipated if the City continues with “Business-
As-Usual” and the impact growth will have on peak travel times, travel demands and traffic volumes, as well
as the impact on transit services. This was followed by an overview of what is included in the long-term
plan and possible short- and medium-term implementation phasing for a new transit system with BRT and
redevelopment along major corridors.

Participants sat around tables of eight and were encouraged to introduce themselves to the others at the
table. Sitting in groups of eight allowed participants the opportunity to share points of view and ideas. Three
separate tabletop discussions took place throughout each workshop, allowing each table the opportunity to
share their perspectives on the proposed long-term plan and the implementation phasing being considered
for Transit and Corridor Growth. Each tabletop discussion lasted 10 minutes and included a group report back
to end each session. Facilitators moved throughout the room during these discussions, answering questions
and providing support to any group in need of additional attention.
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Workshop Attendance

Workshop attendance was recorded using sign-in sheets, however sign in was entirely voluntary. In total, 234
participants signed in to the Public Workshops. Participants represented a relatively broad cross-section of
Saskatoon’s community, including:

B students
B Seniors;
B newcomers to Saskatoon, and;

W individuals from various interest groups such as Business Improvement Districts (BID’s) and
community associations.

Input Intake Methods
The workshops used a variety of methods for recording attendee input, including:

B Detailed workbooks where participants provided feedback on activity sheets included in the workbook.
The activity sheets were handed in after each session;

B In-person dialogue through tabletop discussions and group report backs,

W Large group question and answer periods;

W A biggest opportunity and challenge call-out exercise, and,;

m One on one discussion between participants and project team members after the formal session.
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2.2 Other Engagement Activities

A variety of targeted engagement activities were hosted following the Public Workshops in an effort to engage
a larger audience and to accommodate those that could not attend the Workshops. Activities included a
Campus Consultation session, transit intercept surveys, a lunch-and-learn session and meetings with
stakeholder groups. A brief overview of the targeted engagement activities is outlined below with a complete
snap shot of the events and input described in Section 3.

GROWTH PLAN CAMPUS CONSULTATION

On March 10, 2015, approximately 90 students, faculty and residents attended the Growth Plan Campus
Consultation, which included a presentation based on the material presented at the Public Workshops,
tabletop discussions and facilitated Q&A.
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TRANSIT OPERATOR ENGAGEMENT

Transit Operators were invited to participate through both an in-person intercept survey or by completing an
anonymous information package and questionnaire, both focusing on the Transit portion of the Growth Plan.
Approximately 35 Transit Operators provided input.

CITY EMPLOYEE COME-AND-GO INFORMATION SESSION

A come-and-go Growth Plan Information Session was held on March 12, 2015, for city staff. Growth Plan
Steering Committee members were present to overview the Growth Plan and answer any questions. In total,
20 employees attended the noon hour session at City Hall.

TRANSIT CUSTOMER INTERCEPT ENGAGEMENT

City staff carried out short 3-minute pedestrian intercept surveys at the Downtown and Place Riel Transit
Terminals. In total, 50 residents were surveyed on their use of Saskatoon Transit and interest in short- to
medium-term service and facility improvements.

ABORIGINAL FOCUS GROUP

On March 16,2015, a Growth Plan Focus Group with the Aboriginal Community was hosted, in partnership with
the University of Saskatchewan’s Aboriginal Engagement Office and the Saskatoon Aboriginal Professional
Association (SAPA). Eighteen (18) people attended the facilitated session and provided input through the
March 2015 Workbook.

TWO-TWENTY LUNCH-AND-LEARN

On March 18, 2015, a lunch-and-learn session was hosted at Two-Twenty, a co-working office in Saskatoon,
for approximately 25 people. The session included a condensed version of the presentation given at the Public
Workshops — modified for time. Attendees were able to ask questions throughout the presentation.

NORTH PARK & CITY PARK COMMUNITY CONSULTATION

On June 17, 2015, a presentation was held at North Park Wilson School for North Park and City Park
residents. Approximately 66 people attended. The session included presentations on the preliminary long-
term Growth Plan directions for Corridor Growth, Transit and Core Area Bridges, followed by general Q&A.

3)
GROWTH PLAN ENGAGEMENT SUMMARY REPORT No. 4 - FEBRUARY TO JUNE 2015 1 M W

199



CORRIDOR SURVEY

In May 2015, Insightrix Research Inc. conducted a survey of land owners and businesses in Saskatoon along
22" Street, 8™ Street and College Drive/Preston Avenue to gather feedback on the preliminary long-term
recommendations and implementation priorities included in the Growth Plan. Over 800 land owners and
businesses were invited to participate through mail out letters, with 19 surveys completed

2.3 Online Public Engagement

Several online tools were used to enhance the public engagement opportunities, allowing participants to
contribute to the Growth Plan at their own convenience. These tools included an online survey accessible
through both the project website (growingfwd.ca) and the City’s online public engagement forum Shaping
Saskatoon (shapingsaskatoon.ca), as well as Facebook, Twitter and Email, as described below. A complete
overview of the input collected through online engagement can be found in Appendix C.

ONLINE PUBLIC SURVEY

A survey was available online from February 25 to March 18, 2015. The online survey was based on the
information and questions outlined in the March 2015 workbook and used the same set of questions posed
to those who attended the in-person events. A digital version of the workbook was available for reference to
those completing the survey online. In total, 639 surveys were submitted online. The input received from the
online survey has been included with the overall summary of community input in Section 3 of this report.

GROWINGFWD.CA

Visitors to the Growing Forward! Shaping Saskatoon website (growingfwd.ca) are able to keep up-to-date on
the progress of the project and learn about opportunities to become engaged. One week prior to the Public
Workshops, the workbook and online survey were made available on the site, as well as on the Shaping
Saskatoon Forum. A subscription-based email newsletter provides real-time updates to subscribers and an
email intake form sends requests for more information directly to the project team. By the end of this round
of engagement over 960 people had subscribed for updates on www.growingfwd.ca.

FACEBOOK

Three (3) Facebook event pages were created to promote the Public Workshops and Campus Consultation
sessions. In addition, Facebook ads were used to drive traffic to growingfwd.ca and to promote engagement
opportunities. A number of postings were also made to the City’s Facebook page timeline throughout this
round of engagement. In total, promotion for this third round of Growth Plan engagement generated 587
likes, 326 shares and 207 comments.

TWITTER - LIVE TWEET CHAT

Community members were also engaged on the City’s official Twitter account (@cityofsaskatoon), throughout
this round of engagement. The majority of the Twitter messaging was centered on encouraging residents to
attend the workshops or complete the online survey.
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EMAIL

Feedback was also received by email, through the Contact Us form on the project website (growingfwd.ca)
and direct contact with individual project team members. Thirty (30) emails were received during this round
of engagement.

2.4 Gitizen Survey

A random sample survey was conducted through an online research panel, gathering feedback on the
preliminary long-term recommendations and implementation priorities included in the Growth Plan. This
research, undertaken by Insightrix Research Inc., served as a complements the other engagement
activities undertaken during this round of public engagement. A total of 801 randomly selected Saskatoon
residents participated in this survey. The results from this quantitative survey has been summarized in
Section 4 of this report and is provided in full in Appendix E.

2.5 Promotion of Engagement Activities

Several channels were used to promote the March 2015 engagement activities, including utility bill inserts,
appearances on local morning news shows, print and online advertising, personalized stakeholder email
invitations, radio ads and public service announcements (PSAs). The March 2015 workbooks were also
posted to the Growing Forward! Shaping Saskatoon project website (growingfwd.ca) one week prior to the
workshops to promote the engagement opportunities and allow participants the chance to become familiar
with the material.

PRINT, ONLINE AND RADIO ADVERTISING

Engagement activities and information was advertised in several ways leading up to and throughout the third
round of engagement, including:

Utility Bill Inserts (80,000 households): February
Facebook Ads: February 3 to March 18

Bridges Ads: February 11, 18, 26 and March 11
Star Phoenix Saturday Paper: February 28

City Pages Ad: February 21/22

Star Phoenix Online Ads: February 25 to March 17
Eagle Feather News Ad: February publication

Eagle Feather Online Ads: February 25 to March 17
The Sheaf Ad: February 26

The Sheaf Online Ads: February 25 to March 17
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Figure 2.1: Growth Plan Utility Bill Insert

Planet S Ad: February 19

Planet S Online Ads: February 25 to March 17

30-second Growth Plan commercials on GTV and Global TV online: February 21 to March 6
30-second radio commercials: February 17 to March 3

Posters (displayed at leisure sites, libraries, BID poster kiosks, transit buses and the University of
Saskatchewan): February 10 to March 18

E-newsletters to subscribers (growingfwd.ca): February 11

® More than 120 targeted stakeholder emails

MORNING SHOW APPEARANGCES

Alan Wallace, Co-Chair of the Growth Plan Steering Committee, appeared on the Global Saskatoon and CTV
Morning Shows to promote Growth Plan engagement on February 26 and 27 respectively.

NEWS RELEASES AND PSAS

PSAs were sent to all local media outlets in the weeks leading up to the third round of public engagement,
including:

W Event and engagement PSAs: February 9, 25, March 2, 9, and 18
® Media advisory: March 2
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Participants in all engagement activities (Public Workshops, Campus Consultation, targeted stakeholder
engagement and the online survey) were asked to provide input on the proposed long-term plan and
implementation phasing being considered for Corridor Growth, Transit and Core Bridges. The input received
will be used to help finalize the Growth Plan and how it will be implemented. The following is an overview of
what is included in the proposed long-term plan and the questions posed during this round of engagement.

OVERALL GROWTH PLAN

Participants were presented with the proposed long-term plan, described in further detail below, and asked to
indicate their support through the following questions:

1. Do you support the recommended long-term direction of the Growth Plan?
a. Overall Growth Plan
b. Redevelopment and Infill along our Major Corridors
c. The Transit Plan with BRT
d. A possible 33" Street River Crossing with Bus Lanes on the University Bridge
2. How could we enhance the Growth Plan?
3. Are there other comments you would like to make?
In addition, those who participated in the online survey between February 27 and March 18 were asked the
following question in relation to their support for a new river crossing:

1. If you have low or no support for a possible 33" Street River Crossing combined with bus lanes on the
University Bridge, please indicate what part(s) you do or do not support? Would you support a different
location?
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IMPLEMENTATION PHASING FOR CORRIDOR GROWTH

Saskatoon’s major corridors, like 8" Street and 22" Street, are ideal locations for a greater mixture of land
uses and density to support more sustainable growth. This piece of the Growth Plan has explored ways to
encourage growth near our major corridors to help reduce outward growth pressures, provide more housing
options close to employment areas and enhance transportation choices throughout the city. Through this
work, the suitability and potential for redevelopment along major corridors in Saskatoon were evaluated and
high priority corridors identified.

During this round of engagement, participants were presented with the long-term plan for Corridor Growth
and possible phasing for six corridors and suburban areas identified as high priority, as shown in Figures
3.1 and 3.2. Based on the material presented on Corridor Growth, participants were asked the following
questions:

1. Do you support the proposed phasing for secondary plans along our major corridors? Are there any
that you would assign a different priority to?

Figure 3. 1. Priority Corridors for
Redevelopment

Figure 3.2: Proposed Implementation Phasing for High Priority Corridors
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IMPLEMENTATION PHASING FOR TRANSIT

Convenient and accessible transit is essential to support mobility and growth in Saskatoon. For transit to be
a more attractive choice for residents, the amount of service offered in Saskatoon needs to grow faster than
the population. Additionally, the customer experience is central to the success of transit in Saskatoon. By
increasing frequencies, introducing new services and making customer service the foundation of the transit
business, the City will be better able to meet the needs of existing and future transit users.

induj Ayunwwon o'

City of Saskatoon
Future Conceptual Transit Network

Figure 3.3: Enhancing the Customer Moo g
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Figure 3.4: Proposed Long-term Transit Plan
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During this round of engagement, participants were presented with the proposed long-term Transit Plan and
asked the following questions:

1. What are the most important priorities for the next 10 years to enhance the customer experience?

2. The transit service and facility improvements outlined below are being proposed for short-term
implementation within 5 years. Do you agree with the high priority assigned to each of these
improvements? Are there any that you think should not be a high priority for the 5 year plan?

3. Do you agree with the high priority assigned to each of the medium-term improvements? Are there
any that you think should not be a high priority for the 5 to 10 year plan?

The input received from the Public Workshops, Campus Consultation Session, stakeholder meetings and
online survey have been collated together to provide a comprehensive overall summary of the input received
from those who participated in the third round of Growth Plan Engagement. A complete list of the comments
and input received is included in Appendix D. Please note, the views represented in this Growth Plan
Engagement Summary Report reflect the priorities and concerns of those who participated in the engagement
opportunities outlined in the Report. Participants self-selected into community consultation and therefore
results are not necessarily statistically-representative of public opinion.

12
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3.1

Overall Growth Plan

Participants were asked to indicate their support (strong, medium, low, no support and | don’t know) for the
recommended directions of the Growth Plan. In general, there was strong or medium support for the overall
Growth Plan. While the possibility for a new river crossing received strong or medium support from over 60%
of respondents, of the core initiatives this option received the lowest support from those who participated.

100%

90%

80%

70%

60%

50%

40%

30%

20%

10%

0%

1 86

49
83

Overall Growth Plan Redevelopment and Infill  The Transit Plan with BRT A possible 33rd Street River
along Major Corridors Crossing with Bus Lanes on
the University Bridge

m Strong Support  ® Medium Support Low Support = No Support

Figure 3.5: Support for Growth Plan

As a follow-up, respondents completing the online survey who had low or no support for a possible 331
Street River Crossing with Bus Lanes on the University Bridge were asked to indicate what part(s) of the
strategy they do or do not support — either the location of the bridge or the location of the bus lanes.

Participants were asked first if they would support a new river crossing in a different location. The comments
have been grouped into themes and are outlined on the next page.
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No, would not support another location

Yes, in the North end or outskirts of the City

Yes, would support another location

Would only support a new pedestrian/transit bridge

No, improve existing bridges instead

Comment Themes

Yes, at 51st Street

Yes, if there are no impacts to existing neighbourhoods

Possibly, would depend on location

0 5 10 15 20 25 30 35 40 45 50

Figure 3.6 New River Crossing Location Themes

Respondents were then asked if they would support bus lanes in a different location. The comments have
been grouped into themes and are outlined below.

No, would not support another location

University bridge does not have the capacity - would
need to be widened

University bridge is the best location
Would support bus lanes on a new bridge
Need higher transit ridership to support bus lanes

Only if there is no impact to traffic lanes

Comment Themes

All bridges should have bus and/or bike lanes
Only if the 33rd Street Bridge is built
Would support a bus/car pool lane

Possibly, would depend on location

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

Figure 3.7 Location of Bus Lanes Themes

14
EEN

208



Participants were also asked to provide suggestions for how the Growth Plan could be enhanced. The
comments have been grouped into themes and are outlined below. Examples of what we heard from the
community for the top 10 themes are listed on the following page.

Focus on active transportation & other modes

Higher transit service levels (hours, frequency, coverage)
General comments about the plan

Need for higher density

General questions about the plan

Continue community engagement

Comments supporting a new river crossing

Population comments

Opt for LRT/Skytrain

Comment Themes

Comments opposing 33rd Street Bridge
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Improve customer experience and transit image

Implementation suggestions

BRT comments
General comments supporting transit plan

Sustainability, green initiatives, park space

Figure 3.8 Growth Plan Enhancement Themes
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3.1.1  WHAT YOU SAID: GROWTH PLAN ENHANCEMENTS

THEME 1: FOCUS ON ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION & OTHER MODES

B ['d love to see an increased emphasis on dedicated bike lanes throughout the city. Perhaps this would
be part of the Corridor Growth, but | think it would be great to see bike paths or shared walkways
that ran the lengths of 8™ Street, 22", Idylwyld, etc. Since the goal is to reduce or stall traffic growth/
congestion it only makes sense to dramatically enhance the safety, accessibility and aesthetic
elements of cycling in the city. Especially important in this regard would be the downtown core itself.

m Could you expand a pedestrian and cycling plan? As the city grows, neighbourhoods will become even
more important and central to the living experience-quality of life.

B Additional focus on different modes of transportation.

m Allow people more ways to walk, bicycle, and bus. Would rather see a foot/bike/BRT bridge instead of
a car bridge.

THEME 2: HIGHER TRANSIT SERVICE LEVELS (HOURS, FREQUENCY, COVERAGE)

B ook at including the North Industrial area, SaskTel Centre and Aspen Acres. The traffic in the north
end is extremely high, partly because there is low-level transit services.

W There are many high school students whose bus transit time takes an hour or more from home to
school and vice versa. It may be useful to look into ways to reduce this time.

m More routes for the Bus Rapid Transit.

W There should be more transit on Taylor Street because there isn’t a bus that goes all the way down to
the exhibition grounds.

THEME 3: GENERAL COMMENTS ABOUT THE PLAN

m Do it sooner, rather than later. Will save costs overall.

B You could increase my support of the rapid transit through 22" Street if it was done in conjunction
with guaranteed low income housing in that area. If done together this will be a great opportunity for
Saskatoon’s most vulnerable.

W Ensure that all development is viewed through a heritage lens. Does any proposed development have
an impact on our heritage resources?

m Improve overall flow of all traffic.

THEME 4: NEED FOR HIGHER DENSITY

W Better land use. Less urban sprawl.
W Encourage density via Transit.

W The Growth Plan continues to focus on suburban growth. | think more emphasis should be placed on
downtown growth. Build condos in towers with extensive parking provided for everyone. Residents of
downtown and patrons of the central shopping district.

W Zoning for more high-rise buildings.
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THEME 5: GENERAL QUESTIONS ABOUT THE PLAN

W Has any thought been given to having the Victoria Bridge one way but switching direction? Morning
--> 1o city centre. Afternoon --> out of city centre.

W Clearer ideas on strategic growth. What densities? Is Saskatoon maintaining a grid? What housing
types? Mixed-use? Affordable housing?

® Why some options are off the table (e.g. transit other than buses)?

W The Growth Plan is entirely infrastructure focused. What plans are in place for the growing pains that
are going to come in the social services sector?

THEME 6: CONTINUE COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT

W Keep asking questions of people.
® More engagement with public.

THEME 7: COMMENTS SUPPORTING A NEW RIVER CROSSING

W The plan of a potential bridge in 20 years (maybe) seems pretty irrelevant. We need to be more
proactive.
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W The 33 Street bridge is unexpected, and brilliant.

THEME 8: POPULATION COMMENTS

W |dentify the areas of the City that will house the highest percentage of our future citizens. Consider the
demographics of Saskatoon’s future citizens and focus funds and timelines on their neighbourhoods.

m Show where the majority of the growth is going to be. Where are all the people going to be placed?

THEME 9: OPT FOR LRT

m Could possibly insert a light railway system.

m Building a Skytrain system to all major stops with buses at those terminals - less buses more
effective.

THEME 10: COMMENTS OPPOSING 33" STREET BRIDGE

W Bridge development simply reinforces the car culture.

B I'm not overly sure about the 33" Street Bridge due to reduce demand. The only way people will stop
driving everywhere is if it becomes less convenient. Another bridge will only cause more people to
drive (rather than walk, bike, or take transit). | question how this fits into the overall plan of moving
people in more sustainable ways.

17
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Finally, those participating were also asked to provide any additional comments relating to the overall Growth
Plan. The comments have been grouped into themes and are outlined below. Examples of what we heard from
the community for the top 10 themes are listed in Section 3.1.2.

Comments regarding bridges new/old

General comments about the plan

Focus on active transportation and other modes
Roads/intersection/traffic comments

Higher transit service levels (hours, frequency, coverage)
Questions regarding funding the Growth Plan

Population comments

Learn from other cities

BRT comments

Community engagement comments

Comment Themes

Support for dedicated bike lanes

Need for higher density

General comments supporting transit plan
Dedicated bus lanes

Improve customer experience and transit image
Opt for LRT/Skytrain

Improve Idylwyld Drive

Park and Ride Comments

Figure 3.9 Growth Plan Additional Comments
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3.1.2 WHAT YOU SAID: OVERALL GROWTH PLAN

THEME 1: COMMENTS REGARDING BRIDGES (OLD/NEW)

W Escalate the need for 33 Street River Crossing.

B |f you mention a bridge, | think you need to alleviate stress by giving us more details. If you open that
can of worms | want to know what the potential impact for my house is. | live at ** and 33" Street.

W 33Street crossing should be finished in 10 years.
m | strongly voice my opinion that there is NO need for either a 24t Street nor a 33" Street bridge.

THEME 2: GENERAL COMMENTS ABOUT THE PLAN

W The planning process is absolutely essential so that we are not knee jerk responding to situations in
the future. Creative planning is of the utmost importance, using the best and most innovative practices
from desirable cities. Urban pedestrian areas, buses, etc.

m Not too sure of the weight of this plan in making the necessary change. On one hand, it can’t be so
inflexible as to be a weight on future generations if circumstances change. On the other, it needs to
push things forward and not simply be ignored when there is political push-back from various group.

W The city is growing and needs to move forward. Planning now will save headaches later. Having a
plan ready to implement is the only way to run a business such as the city is.

B Get on with a plan. No more studies.

THEME 3: FOCUS ON ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION AND OTHER MODES

W For a fraction of the cost of any major infrastructure project, an entire bike lane network could be
developed. Please move forward in the next 5 years. Calgary went from being one of the worst bike
cities to one of the best in under 7 years.

W Make bicycle commutes safe and attractive to all ages. | bike year around and pay taxes and do not
get support to my life style choice but motorists friends get subsidies for their choices to drive to
amenities.

W Please consider the environment, pedestrians and other alternatives of transportation.

m Making commuting by bicycle easier more people with ride, regardless of weather. Streets that aren’t
swept so the cycling lane is loose gravel on pavement is not acceptable.

THEME 4: ROAD/INTERSECTION/TRAFFIC COMMENTS

® Wondering what the plan is for semis and northbound traffic coming from airport/West to get out to
Costco and/or the lake?

W There seems to be little focus on flowing traffic. Removing traffic corridors and installing stop or yield
signs every four blocks is not accommodating the increased traffic.

W Someone needs to take a long, long look at the timing of the traffic lights in this city. | drive for a living
and could make a 2 hour long video filled with major streets where you drive from one red light to
another. How is that helping traffic flow?
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m We desperately need a perimeter road/freeway similar to Anthony Henday in Edmonton or Stony Trail
in Calgary.

THEME 5: HIGHER TRANSIT SERVICE LEVELS (HOURS, FREQUENCY, COVERAGE)

B | would like to see the buses run more frequently like every 10 to 15 minutes.

B | would really like to see transit changes implemented ASAP for the west end. There needs to be
a route that goes from Confederation Mall to downtown and the university that only stops at those
locations, not every stop in between. Also have frequent feeder buses from the nearby areas to get
passengers to the Confederation Mall to take the direct bus that stops at Downtown/ University of
Saskatoon only.

® Would like to see bus stops near nursing homes, for those that work and come to visit family. Also
would like to see earlier buses on Sunday and for them to run longer.

m ['ve lived in a middle class household for 20 years in Saskatoon. We have always needed two cars.
| don’t think that need is going to change. The bus has never been a good alternative whether I've
had a car or not. | would like to see that change. The public transit has improved substantially. If we
are going to double population then are we going to stop there? Probably not. If the city can’t afford
anything but buses then they need to have a better system: more frequent buses or roads dedicated to
them moving without congestion.

THEME 6: QUESTIONS REGARDING FUNDING THE GROWTH PLAN

B Homeowners are already paying too much in taxes and how are we going to pay for all of this without
taxing people to the point of bankruptcy??

W [s there enough funding for the BRT? (seems unrealistic)
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THEME 7: POPULATION COMMENTS

m | would prefer that we do NOT encourage an increase in population within tax incentives. | prefer a
smaller population for our city.

W | hate the idea of urban sprawl where the only objective is growth. | would really like to know where
these other 200,000 people are going to come from, and how that’s beneficial to the average citizen of
Saskatoon.

THEME 8: LEARN FROM OTHER CITIES

W [earn from other contemporary/cohort communities, apply the principles learned there and avoid the
problems due to the planning decisions of the 50’s - 90’s.

m Consult with people from cities that had a similar path to Saskatoon. Mexico City, as unlikely as it
sounds, was much like Saskatoon 70 years ago and poor planning has made it hellish to get around.

THEME 9: BRT COMMENTS

B BRT needs to be implemented as quickly as possible.
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W BRT to exhibition/special event locations.

THEME 10: COMMUNITY ENGAGEMENT COMMENTS

W The presentation was well organized and | enjoyed it!

W Make sure people’s ideas are looked at not just some engineer’s idea.
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3.2  Implementation Phasing for Corridor Growth

Implementation priorities for encouraging growth and redevelopment along the identified six high priority
major corridors have been broken up into short-, medium- and long-term phasing options. Participants were
asked whether they support the proposed phasing for each of the high priority corridors or if they would
assign the corridor a different priority.

Figure 3.10: Proposed Implementation Phasing for High Priority Corridors

Over half of those that responded to this question agreed with the short-term implementation priority
assigned to both 22" Street West and Preston Avenue/College Drive. However, 31% of those who responded
said Holmwood Suburban Centre, also being considered as a short-term priority for redevelopment, should
happen later. Many respondents also disagreed with the long-term priority assigned to Idylwyld Drive North,
with 48% saying redevelopment should happen sooner.
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Figure 3.11: Support for Proposed Implementation Phasing for High Priority Corridors
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Participants were also asked to provide additional comments or suggestions on the priority corridors. The
comments have been grouped into themes and are outlined below. Examples of what we heard from the
community for the top 10 themes are listed in Section 3.2.1.

Comments regarding transit service levels/infrastructure
General comments about the plan

Suggestions for inclusion of other corridors

Higher priority for Idylwyld Drive

Coordinate with active transportation

General questions about the plan

Comments regarding bridges new/old

Need for higher density

Concerns about impact on traffic

Comment Themes

Specific comments regarding priority corridors

Roads/intersection comments

Higher priority for 8th Street

More pedestrian friendly corridors | 4
Concerns about community impacts from redevelopment | 4
Questions regarding funding the Growth Plan | 4

Go faster | 3

0 2 4 6 8 10 12 14 16 18 20

Figure 3.12: Implementation Phasing for Corridor Growth Themes
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3.2.1 WHAT YOU SAID: CORRIDOR GROWTH

THEME 1: COMMENTS REGARDING TRANSIT SERVICE LEVELS/INFRASTRUCTURE
m Dedicated bus lanes on College Drive, University Bridge and 25" Street is NOT A FEASIBLE OPTION.

B | strongly support only if the bus lanes are located on the sides, right sides of the road. This option is
only $1M and not $10M as other options. It is also easier to have bus stops on the sidewalks.

m Newer more reliable buses. Shuttle buses should be updated with slightly better accessibility (two
doors) - e.g. smaller versions of the full sized buses.

B | assume the curb lane option is the one that can make BRT happen sooner.

THEME 2: GENERAL COMMENTS ABOUT THE PLAN

W Trees and other plants make streets like these more appealing, as well as increasing the air quality.
This is not a priority but it’s something to consider.

W | suggest you put long-term plans into action first so you will be being positively affected during the
time you begin the short-term plans.
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W Good idea, but will likely be a mess in implementation.

W Remove the nasty hurdle of zoning and parking requirements and it will be much easier. The strip
malls on 8™ Street were zoned in the golden age of the automobile; we’re well passed those days. Let’s
scrap the antiquated zoning laws that enable car culture!

THEME 3: SUGGESTIONS FOR INCLUSION OF OTHER CORRIDORS
W Lack of attention to North Saskatoon and its industry needs

m What about Downtown? How will you encourage greater density and increased mix use there?

m | would like to see more emphasis on developing Riversdale, King George and the West Industrial.
There’s a lot of potential in these neighbourhoods due to the land available and the proximity to the
river and downtown. Old industrial sites can be cleaned up and re-purposed.

m 33" Street West redevelopment, similar to proposed plans for other streets

THEME 4: HIGHER PRIORITY FOR IDYLWYLD DRIVE

m [dylwyld Drive should be a much higher priority in my opinion, especially tied in with the North/
Downtown development taking place.

m [dylwyld Drive is a disaster. Needs a higher priority!

m We should take advantage of the lower traffic numbers on Idylwyld now, in order to create a new
vision for the street that is more accommodating for people who cycle, walk and take transit.
Rezoning to create more active frontage and less surface parking should also take place now.

m [dylwyld Drive North needs improvement be a more desirable corridor to attract desirable businesses,
and be attractive for drivers coming into the City and Mayfair residents.

THEME 5: COORDINATE WITH ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION
W Propose better flexible alternative transportation including transit - not transit only.
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B If major redevelopments are taking place consider putting a physically separated bike lanes along the
road.

B These plans MUST also consider separated bike lanes along these corridors.
B Let’s ensure that these areas become more attractive for pedestrians and cyclists.

THEME 6: GENERAL QUESTIONS ABOUT THE PLAN

® Would like to know more about what the secondary plans involve. Will that information be coming at
the fall workshops? Of course all the puzzle pieces need to be appreciated and understood to have a
complete vision.

B This is a winter city. How will these plans adapt to the weather conditions that occur in Saskatoon 8
months of the year (e.g. snow & large rain events, moving point A to B)

THEME 7: COMMENTS REGARDING BRIDGES OLD/NEW
B | want to see a beautiful signature bridge replace the Victoria, something that is more beautiful than
any other bridge in Canada. If we are the City of bridges let’s make something amazing.

m | feel that putting a bridge down 33" will direct too much traffic through a residential area where there
are plenty of cyclists and people walking. So | am strongly against it.

THEME 8: NEED FOR HIGHER DENSITY

B Stop subsidizing suburban sprawl. All future developments should cover full costs - growth should
pay for growth, otherwise the perverse incentives distort the rational and most efficient urban design.
Development Charges in greenfield sprawl suburbs do NOT cover the costs of sprawl development
- hence the discussion of new bridges and more cars and long commutes; those costs and delays
can be lessened through infill, increased density, higher density transit, active transport (and all more
cost-effectively than current low-density greenfield suburban development).

B What about increasing density standards or bouncing in all neighbourhoods and not just a few areas?
Density for new developments is equally as imperative.

THEME 9: CONCERNS ABOUT IMPACTS TO TRAFFIC

B Just make sure you have the infrastructure in place to avoid increased traffic congestion - before you
start allowing more businesses and infill in to these places.

B Just don’t do anything to restrict flow of ALL traffic.

THEME 10: SPECIFIC COMMENTS REGARDING PRIORITY CORRIDORS
m Preston and College, not sure what kind of development you can do on the University land?

W Attridge Avenue should be a short-term priority, especially with the massive suburban developments
occurring in the area. There are only two exits out of University Heights: Attridge Drive or
McCormand.
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J.0  Implementation Phasing for Transit

CUSTOMER EXPERIENCE

Participants were presented with 15 initiatives aimed at improving all aspects of the transit customer
experience and asked to identify the most important priorities for the next 10 years. Initiatives that would
improve transit information ranked the highest amongst respondents. All 15 initiatives were identified as
either a high or medium priority by more than 70% of respondents.
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Figure 3.13: Proposed Customer Experience Initiatives
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Figure 3.14. Support for Proposed Implementation Phasing for Customer Experience Initiatives (1-7)
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Figure 3.15: Support for Proposed Implementation Phasing for Customer Experience Initiatives (8-15)
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As a follow up, participants were also asked to identify any additional initiatives they believe should be
implemented in the next 10 years. The comments have been grouped into themes and are outlined below.
Examples of what we heard from the community for each of the themes are listed in Section 3.3.1.

Higher transit service levels (hours, frequency, coverage)
Improve customer experience and transit image

Improve transit infrastructure/amenities

Improve reliability of service

Improve transit information

Coordinate with active transportation

Improve training for transit operators

Address labour issues with transit operators
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Reduce the cost of transit

Opt for LRT/Skytrain

Comment Themes

General comments about the plan

Questions regarding funding for the Growth Plan

Support for fleet upgrades | 5
Learn from other cities | 5
Implement Park and Rides | 5
Improve bus cleanliness | 4
Dedicated bus lanes 4

(I) 1I0 2I0 3IO 4IO 5I0

Figure 3.16: Customer Experience Initiative Comment Themes

3.3.1 WHAT YOU SAID: GUSTOMER EXPERIENGE

THEME 1: HIGHER TRANSIT SERVICE LEVELS (HOURS, FREQUENCY, COVERAGE)
W Establish permanent routes (fewer route changes), then increase frequency.

W Buses that travel outside the City to take people into the City
W Park and rides further out deep into Stonebridge, Blairmore, Willowgrove.
m Number 1 priority: increased routes and 15 minutes max wait time between buses at peak times.
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THEME 2: IMPROVE CUSTOMER EXPERIENCE AND TRANSIT IMAGE
m Safer downtown bus terminal. Friendlier bus workers. Safer buses (pull a cord if you don’t feel safe).
W Driving past people on cold days happens too often!

B Riding the bus should feel like | am commuting to and from work, not like | am being punished or
feel like a 3rd class citizen or criminal. | often take the transit in other cities when visiting them, but in
Saskatoon | would rather bike or drive because the bus is too much work, too slow and too dirty and
most terminals (especially bus mall downtown) too neglected.

W By far and away the biggest impediment to the future of transit in Saskatoon is the citizenry’s
attitudes about transit. In order for any of these plans to make any difference, driving to and through
downtown and to other destinations has to become far less attractive to people. Parking will have
to be more expensive, less convenient and harder to find and it is a guarantee that the downtown
businesses will fight tooth and nail to make sure that never happens. Saskatonians believe they have
a given right to drive their extended cab F150 anywhere and everywhere, anytime and that parking
should be cheap and readily available. They have to somehow be convinced they are wrong.

THEME 3: IMPROVE TRANSIT INFRASTRUCTURE/AMENITIES
W Heated bus stops in winter (solar powered). Elimination of downtown bus mall or make more efficient.

B Bus terminals should not be embedded in mall parking lots. This impacts the ability of the buses to
keep on time.

W Better design of bus shelters.

® When building new streets, if you look at major cities, the bus stops don’t stop on the street, there is
a cut-out for them so that cars can still get by them and not having to stop behind them and back up
traffic behind them.

THEME 4: IMPROVE RELIABILITY OF SERVICE
B |mprove buses arriving on time!

m More frequent service on more routes. More reliable service.
W Reliability of service is critical and does not appear in the above list.

W |mproving service and reliability are more important than nicer looking or heated shelters on
terminals.

THEME 5: IMPROVE TRANSIT INFORMATION
W Terminal improvements must include effective directories and vastly improved signage.
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m More advertising of transit changes to familiarize the general public.

B The new GPS tracking of buses is very useful. This service should be expanded upon. A mobile
app would be very useful, especially for younger people who should be one of your major target
demographics.

m Bus maps located in shelters or terminals - any large city has physical maps for tourists (& others).

THEME 6: COORDINATE WITH ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION
B Active transportation planning completed alongside transit planning.

B Important that active transportation be considered with BRT planning.

THEME 7: IMPROVE TRAINING FOR TRANSIT OPERATORS
® Could you start training bus drivers to adhere to their schedules, instead of blowing past bus stops
five to ten minutes before scheduled?

m Some of the cities bus drivers need customer service training! Some are very good; others are
terrible or have ZERO CUSTOMER SERVICE SKILLS. How do they get hired??

THEME 8: ADDRESS LABOUR ISSUES WITH TRANSIT OPERATORS
B Improved wages and benefits for drivers. Proper training and a respectful attitude towards staff. No, |
am not a driver. Under paid.....terrible.

B All of these are great ideas but we need to settle the wage dispute and pension issues with these
drivers so they can go on being happy workers - an employee that’s just satisfied with the 10 player
isn’t a good thing.

THEME 9: REDUCE THE COST OF TRANSIT

W Lower fares. Larger cities in Canada with better transportation systems charge less money per trip.
Calgary’s LRT costs $2 per trip.

B Bus fares that match the service provided... | think we pay too much now for the service we get.

THEME 10: OPT FOR LRT

W Again, as referenced in my previous comments, the above questions appear to suggest/indicate
enhancing current bus travel, rather than a move to other modes of transit such a light rail rapid
transit, sub-terrain, etc., etc... There is a need to look at the ‘big’ picture, think-outside the box, a shift
in paradigm problem solving, etc.

W LRT on the railway line that runs through the City.
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POSSIBLE SHORT-TERM IMPLEMENTATION PHASING

The transit service and facility improvements being proposed for short-term implementation within 5 years
were presented to those participating. Respondents were asked whether they agree or disagree with the high

priority assigned to the improvements presented for the 5 year plan.

Figure 3.17: Possible Short-term Transit Service and Facility Improvements
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In general, respondents agreed with the high priority assigned to each of the seven short-term transit service
and facility improvements. For all but one improvement (dedicated bus lanes on 3 Avenue), more than half of
those who responded to this question said the improvements were a high priority for the 5 year plan. Enhance
East-West (red line) rapid transit services (by increasing frequency, extending service into high ridership
areas and making the routing more direct), received the highest support with 76% of respondents saying the
improvement is a high priority.
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Figure 3.18: Support for Possible Short-term Transit Service and Facility Improvements
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POSSIBLE MEDIUM-TERM IMPLEMENTATION PHASING

Seven transit service and facility improvements being considered for implementation in the medium-term
(5 to 10 years) were presented to participants. The medium-term improvements build off the high priority
improvements outlined in the 5 year plan, described above. Respondents were asked whether they agree with

the high priority assigned to each of the medium-term improvement.

Figure 3.19: Possible Medium-term Transit Service and Facility Improvements
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In general, these medium-term improvements were accepted by respondents as a high priority. Dedicated bus
lanes along 25" Street received the least support of the improvements presented, with 39% of respondents
saying this medium-term improvement is not a high priority.
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Figure 3.20: Support for Possible Medium-term Transit Service and Facility Improvements
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Finally, participants were also asked to identify any additional transit service and facility improvements they
believe should be implemented in the next 10 years. The comments have been grouped into themes and
are outlined below. Examples of what we heard from the community for the top 10 themes are listed on the
following page.

Higher transit service levels (hours, frequency, coverage)
Improve customer experience & transit image

Opt for LRT/Skytrain

Coordinate with active transportation

Improve transit infrastructure/amenities

General comments about the plan

Specific road & intersection improvement suggestions
Transit Operator training

Improve transit information

Support for Park and Ride

Comment Themes

Reduce cost of fares

Address labour issues with transit operators
Learn from other cities

Dedicated bus lane concerns

Support for 33rd Street Bridge

Comments supporting Transit Plan

Support for dedicated bus lanes

Questions regarding funding for the Growth Plan

Figure 3.21. Transit Service and Facility Improvement Comment Themes
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3.3.2 WHAT YOU SAID: POSSIBLE MEDIUM-TERM IMPLEMENTATION PHASING

THEME 1: HIGHER TRANSIT SERVICE LEVELS (HOURS, FREQUENCY, COVERAGE)
B Increased bus frequency along with smaller buses.

m What about airport services? Cabs cost a fortune, and are difficult to get sometimes. Perhaps some
bus service that takes you to the major hubs on intervals that mesh with flights? What about bus
services to outlying areas that are bedroom communities like Warman or Martinsville? If we’re looking
long-term, this needs to be considered. Don’t know if this would work, but it might help reduce traffic
and parking issues. Better service to the far north end areas.

B [ate night bus service would improve safety and retain college bus riders, as well as people who are
working evening jobs. All neighbourhoods, 7 days a week, service past midnight.

THEME 2: IMPROVE CUSTOMER EXPERIENCE AND TRANSIT IMAGE
W [t’s critical to keep an efficient and reliable service while providing upgrades as to not lose ridership.
W Put cameras in buses to monitor how effective buses are in providing service in different routes with

time clocks to see how far off schedule they are and this may help plan routes better and help make
decisions on routes that are not needed.

w
o
()
S
3
=
o
=
==

<
S

=]
(=
=

W Better bus cleaning.

W Security on the buses. The reason | choose not to ride the bus, second to the fact that it’s so utterly
inconvenient for me, is that | don’t feel entirely safe from other riders in the enclosed crowded space.

THEME 3: OPT FOR LRT/SKYTRAIN

m We need something more radical like a sky train. Also a walkway underneath the rivers small dam
near the train bridge would be awesome, made with see through glass it would be a tourist attraction
like none other.

W Plan for rail transit over rapid bus. That will improve transit much more.

W Has anyone given thought to a Rapid Rail Transit (elevated) system, which could effectively circle the
entire city with terminals located within strategic residential and industrial areas (closely affiliated with
bus transit terminals) to eliminate the volume of traffic increasing and egressing these areas (due
primarily to the length of time that it takes for normal bus transit to cover the vast distances through
or around the city core).

m Any plans for an LRT system in the future?

THEME 4: COORDINATE WITH ACTIVE TRANSPORTATION

m Why ignore cycling? Make sure every new bus or new facility is bicycle friendly. Check Copenhagen
for inspirations and think for planning ahead.

W [ncrease in bike lanes as a way to reduce traffic. A lot more people are riding their bikes to work and
there are some areas that have no dedicated bike lanes - such as Broadway and the Broadway bridge
- | cringe every time | see a person with no helmet going 30-40 km down the bridge to keep up with
traffic!! Something bad is going to happen.

W Bike lanes aren’t mentioned and they need to be considered right now as we plan for the future.
W Still want & need better bike access.
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THEME 5: IMPROVE TRANSIT INFRASTRUCTURE/AMENITIES

W Bus shelters, benches, easier entrance/exit from buses would be enormously helpful for those of us
with decreased mobility and make bus travel more comfortable. The more comfortable and pleasant
the bus experience is, the more likely people are to use them.

m The North end there are no sidewalks and comfortable bus shelters to encourage people to walk to
and from bus.

W Ensuring that stations/stops along the key corridor routes are comfortable, possibly heated, and have
easily visible route maps and arrival time information screens.

W Sheltered bus lanes (wind/rain/snow screening) on 8, College Drive, 19™ and 22",

THEME 6: GENERAL COMMENTS ABOUT THE PLAN
B |Improve access to all city/private recreation facilities (Shaw, soccer centre, hockey rinks).
W Focus on getting people out of their cars and using more environmental options for transportation

and we would have no need for more bridges in the core. Keep the core neighbourhoods safe and
desirable.

THEME 7: SPECIFIC ROAD & INTERSECTION IMPROVEMENT SUGGESTIONS

m Our city should reduce parking on Preston Avenue and make it a thoroughfare like Clarence Avenue.
14t Street should also be optimized for traffic (East West) to relieve pressure on 8™ Street, Main
Street, and especially College Drive (which | avoid without exception).

B Complete the perimeter bypass, like Regina’s new one. It will help reduce the congestion in the city.

THEME 8: TRANSIT OPERATOR TRAINING
m Quality of service from operators must be addressed.

B You should make sure that transit workers have first aid training.

THEME 9: IMPROVE TRANSIT INFORMATION
m VMOBILE APP WITH REAL TIME INFORMATION PLEASE. This is a NECESSITY for winter because
sometimes buses come a few minutes early and other times they are up to 10 minutes late.

m Maybe having the schedule at each bus stop would be nice. It would increase ridership, as people
could look at the schedule right at the bus stop and be able to wait 5 minutes and catch the bus. They
could replace the poles and sign that currently mark the bus stops with a rectangular post containing
the schedule for that stop and bus fares, etc. Would be costly, but could be beneficial in picking up
new riders. Could also increase late night riders as well looking for a ride home from the bar.

THEME 10: SUPPORT FOR PARK AND RIDE
B Growing suburban areas should be serviced by park and ride nodes rather than a grid of routes.

W Park & Rides facilities outside Saskatoon, branching into Warman and Martensville or an LRT system
as population increases in these communities.
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3.4  Challenges and Opportunities

To conclude the Public Workshops and Campus Consultation Session, participants were asked to call-out,
first, what they believe to be the biggest opportunity for Saskatoon moving forward based on what they heard
during the session, followed by the biggest challenge.

The opportunities identified include Bus Rapid Transit, redevelopment/revitalization, 8" Street, density and
transit frequency/options. As well, the car culture/ mentality, implementation, community buy-in, funding and
collaboration were identified as the biggest challenges for the City moving forward.

A complete picture of the opportunities and challenges identified are included in Appendix E.
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In May 2015, the City of Saskatoon contracted Insightrix Research Inc. to conduct a general public
survey of citizens in Saskatoon, gathering feedback on the preliminary long-term recommendations and
implementation priorities included in the Growth Plan. This research served as a complements the
other engagement activities undertaken during this round of public engagement. Results from this study
are summarized below and a full overview of the findings is included in Appendix E.

A total of 801 randomly selected Saskatoon residents participated in the survey, which was conducted online,
accessing Insightrix’s online research panel, SaskWatch Research™. This online panel includes more than
4,600 Saskatoon residents. Data was collected between June 1 and June 9, 2015.

The survey questions were based off of the March 2015 Workbook and online public survey. This enabled a
direct comparison between the input collected through those public engagement activities and this quantitative
survey with Saskatoon residents.

OVERALL GROWTH PLAN CORE INITIATIVES

m Citizens support the overall Growth Plan proposed by the City, with 90% of Insightrix Research
respondents supporting the overall plan. This is consistent with the community input results in
Section 3 (80%).

B Redevelopment and Infill along Major Corridors, transit plans with BRT, and a possible 33" Street
River Crossing combined with Bus Lanes on the University Bridge are all also strongly supported
(88%, 83% and 78%, respectively). Similar support is noted through the public engagement activities
(85%, 80% and 60%, respectively).

B Suggested enhancements most commonly relate to improvement of traffic design planning and
congestion reduction. Other suggestions include repair and maintenance of existing infrastructure and
higher transit service levels, among other items.

POSSIBLE IMPLEMENTATION PHASING FOR TRANSIT

m Approximately three quarters of citizens surveyed by Insightrix believe that real-time bus arrival
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information is a high priority item for the City of Saskatoon. This is followed by one half of residents
who feel increasing the number of comfortable shelters throughout more areas of the city, and
active transportation and facilities are also a high priority item. Findings are consistent with public
engagement activity findings.

Citizens state that they believe higher transit service levels (hours, frequency, coverage) (22%) and
improvement to the customer experience and transit image (17%) are missing priority items from the
10 year implementation plan.

SUPPORT FOR POSSIBLE SHORT-TERM TRANSIT SERVICE AND FACILITY IMPROVEMENTS

B Enhancement of the East-West rapid transit service is viewed as a high priority by three quarters of

citizens surveyed in the Insightrix study (76%), with slightly less feeling extended conventional transit
service to growing areas in the West, Northeast and Southeast (69%) is also a high priority. Building
dedicated bus lanes on 3 Avenue has mixed support among Saskatoon citizens (46% viewing as a
high priority, and 41% indicating it is not a high priority item). These findings are also consistent with
the public engagement results.

SUPPORT FOR POSSIBLE MEDIUM-TERM TRANSIT SERVICE AND FACILITIES IMPROVEMENTS

® Among medium-term improvements, most Saskatoon residents believe the East-West rapid transit is

a high priority (74%) in the next 5 — 10 years. Opinions on remaining improvements are somewhat
more divided, especially for dedicated bus lanes on 25" Street. Again, findings are in line with those
from the public engagement sessions.

W Suggested enhancements to this section of the Growth Plan are most often related to higher transit

service levels (26%).

POSSIBLE IMPLEMENTATION PHASING FOR CORRIDOR GROWTH
B One half of citizens are supportive of the priority assigned to short-term projects, excluding

Holmwood Suburban Centre. Support for medium-term project is moderate, with one third feeling
8 Street should receive an increase in priority (45%). ldylwyld Drive North as a long-term priority is
supported by slightly less than one half of citizens (41%). Findings are generally consistent between
the quantitative study and the City’s public engagement activities.

B Traffic design and congestion concerns also are spoken about by 16% of citizens as comments of the

overall Growth Plan.
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OTHER STAKEHOLDER
A AL FIVE]

The City hosted a variety of other targeted stakeholder engagement activities following the Public Workshops at
TCU Place. This additional engagement provided a greater opportunity for public and stakeholder involvement
and further diversification of input into the consultation process. The following is a summary of the additional
events and meetings hosted by the City during the third round of Growth Plan engagement.

9.1  Growth Plan GCampus Gongultation

A workshop presentation was held at Louis’ Loft (University of Saskatchewan) on March 10, 2015, from
3 p.m.to 5 p.m. Approximately 90 people attended, including students, faculty and other area residents. The
session included a presentation of the long-term directions and 5 to 10 year implementation priorities. Each
section of the Growth Plan presented was followed by tabletop discussions and opportunities for questions.
Participants were also asked to identify the biggest opportunity and challenge for Saskatoon, moving forward.

Input was recorded in the workbooks provided and collected at the end of the session. All workbook input has
been included within the summary input outlined in sections 3.1 to 3.3. The following is a summary of the
general Q&A from the Campus Consultation session.

GENERAL GROUP Q&A: TRANSIT
mWhat is the current and projected ridership?

mAbout 9.5 million riders per year now and we are looking to triple that as our population doubles.

m What is the plan for cycling infrastructure?
m The Active Transportation Plan is just starting and will tie in to the overall Growth Plan.
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mln your opinion, which dedicated bus lane helps cyclists most . . . either with bike lanes and/or by
carrying more bikes?

Each configuration impacts the street layout and provides opportunity for infrastructure... but we’re not
at that level of detail yet with our review.

GENERAL GROUP Q&A: CORRIDOR GROWTH
m Will 22 Street revitalization push current residents out of the area? How do we avoid that?

The city has few tools to control displacement . . . it’s a free market and we don’t get involved in rent and
land value discussions. But we can help with affordable housing. Values reflect demand. Displacement is
something that happens and we have to be aware of it to accommodate this.

m What about the future perimeter highway?

It’s not really a perimeter highway anymore... not a full circle. This is still a priority with Highways and
they are reviewing the south route to connect 8" Street to Highway 14. The north route (connecting 8"
Street to Highway 14) is more solid and [hopefully] in the plans for the next 15 years.

GENERAL GROUP Q&A: OPEN DISCUSSION
m Is there a Growth Plan for the downtown core?
mYes. It’s the City Centre Plan.

m Are there issues with bank stability on the University of Saskatchewan property that will be developed?

A

It’s early for that level of discussion, as the University of Saskatchewan is still at the Concept Plan stage.
That level of assessment will come later.

mThe bylaw for driveways in infill areas is bad. I’'m against banning them. Back alleys are too tough to get
through.

There will be a public hearing about that on the 23,

mThere was a major Transit study in 2005... what was actually implemented from this? Almost nothing
was! So we fear that no one will implement this new transit plan.

mActuaIIy, most of the 2005 Transit Plan was implemented. In fact, what we have today is a reflection of
that plan and we have now outgrown it due to our rapid population growth.
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9.2 Transit Operator Engagement

Two rounds of Transit Operator engagement were completed between March 5 and 13, 2015. The first round
involved in-person intercept surveys, while the second involved an anonymous (i.e. lock-box) info package
with questionnaire.

TRANSIT OPERATOR ENGAGEMENT ROUND 1

Growth Plan Project Manager, Lee Thomas, was stationed in the Downtown Operators’ Lounge from 10:15
a.m. to 12:45 p.m. on Thursday, March 5, 2014 to discuss key improvements outlined in the 5- and 10-year
Transit Plans (as part of the Growth Plan initiative). Between 25 and 30 operators provided input during this
session. The following questions were asked:

mWouId you mind telling me, based on what you hear and see every day on the job, how would you
prioritize the following 5-year and 10-year Transit Plan initiatives?

More east-west service on 8" Street, College Drive and 22" Street?

More north-south service on Broadway Avenue, Idylwyld Drive and Warman Road?
Extending bus service into new neighbourhoods?

Park-n-ride lots for suburban areas?

Building dedicated bus lanes on 3 Avenue?

Building dedicated bus lanes on 25" Street?

Building dedicated bus lanes on College Drive?

Building dedicated bus lanes on 22 Street?

On-street Downtown and Place Riel Stations?

Introducing shuttle service from the Lawson Mall area to major destinations in the North Industrial
area?
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B Introducing shuttle service from the Confederation area to the South Industrial and Montgomery
areas?
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Additional discussion occurred to expand on the items and/or related service improvements listed on the
previous page. A total of nine surveys were completed reflecting the input from group discussion. Participants
were asked to rank their support (high support, low support or not applicable) for each service improvement.
The survey results and general discussion are summarized below.

. High Support . Low Support . Not Applicable

GENERAL GROUP SURVEY RESULTS & DISCUSSION
1. More east-west service on 8" Street, College Drive and 22" Street?

General comments included:
B 22" Street needs more service

B 20™ Street needs more service... or take all buses off there and move them to 19™ Street so we’re not
overlapping with service on 22" Street

W 38" Street needs more service

B Cumberland Avenue needs more service

2. More north-south service on Broadway, ldylwyld Drive and Warman Road?

General comments included:

W Service on Idylwyld Drive needs to be extended north to 39" Street (at a minimum) to serve the
houses in this area.

B These roads are still important, but not as important as the east-west corridor.
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3. Extending bus service into new neighbourhoods?

General comments included:
W This is a moderate priority depending on which neighbourhoods we are talking about.

m All areas of the city should have 15-minute service.

240



4. Park-n-ride lots for suburban areas?

General comments included:
B Serves newer areas, businesses and students.

B |t will be hard to convince people to do this... need to increase parking rates.
m Need plug-ins for winter.

B [akeview, Lakeridge, Lawson, Arbor Creek, Confederation and Willowgrove would be good candidates.

5. Building dedicated bus lanes on 3 Avenue?

General comments included:
B All arterials should have dedicated lanes.

B Dedicates lanes rank higher here is we remove the terminal.

W Prefer signal priority and queue jumps and quicker signal cycle lengths (i.e. passive priority) to buses
higher priority... this is cheaper than dedicated lanes.

6. Building dedicated bus lanes on 25" Street?

General comments included:

W Generally ranked 1t or 2" priority of all possible dedicated lane corridors (alongside College Drive)
need this at peaks with alternating signals at the bridge.

W Staying in the general traffic lane helps... like the bus bulbs because it lets us do this.
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7. Building dedicated bus lanes on College Drive?

General comments included:
W General ranked 1stor 2" for priority of all possible dedicated lane corridors (alongside 25" Street).

m \We need lanes on the bridge... not to the bridge.

8. Building dedicated bus lanes on 22" Street?
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9. On-street Downtown and Place Riel Stations?

General comments included:
B Prefer to stay on College Drive in the artics.

B This would be more convenient for riders.

B These hubs currently have safety issues because people run between buses... so bringing the stations
out to the street should help to stop that.

B Bringing the stations out to the streets would just cause people to run across, disregard traffic
control, so they can get to their bus. This would be unsafe.

Need more shelters and snow clearing.
Need transit police.
Train riders how to take the bus (flag a bus, etc.).

Connections need to schedule transfers and breaks. We only have 2 minutes for connections, but 5
would be better because older people and not everyone can make it.

10. Introducing shuttle service from the Lawson Mall area to major destinations in the North Industrial
area?

General comments included:
It works well as-is.

Bring back the 24.

Dial-a-Ride during off-peak... | drive this route and it’s empty from 11:00 to 13:00.
Route 14 works well. It should be every 30 minutes all day.

More frequent service is needed (24/25).

Route times should be offset to work better with workers’ schedules... | regularly get calls from one
guy asking me to wait for 5 minutes because his boss won't let him leave earlier and he has to wait
another hour for the next bus.

11. Introducing shuttle service from the Confederation area to the South Industrial and Montgomery
areas?

General comments included:

B [t's good as-is... not costing people extra because we just swing into Montgomery on our way by
anyways.

m Maybe dial-a-ride would work here... catch a ride to the Confederation terminal.
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OTHER COMMENTS: ROUND 1
m We need to adopt Yield-to-Bus legislation

m We don’t need stops every block (like on 20" Street). Every other block would be fine.

m We need better-timed connections.

m [t would be good if the snow could be cleared from the curb lane more... the lanes get quite tight in
the winter.

W Please clear snow and ice from the stops. It makes it really hard for people to get on the bus and/or
my bus slides into the curb no matter how slowly | drive.

W [f you put a dedicated lane on 8" Street, please run it down the centre. If it’s in the curb lane, we’ll just
get stuck behind all the people turning right at intersections and into all the driveways (so there’s no
benefit to us).

TRANSIT OPERATOR ENGAGEMENT ROUND 2

A four-page information package was developed specifically for Transit Operators, using excerpts from
the March 2015 Growth Plan Workbook. The information package outlined the long-term (30-year) Transit
Plan and some possible initiatives for implementation in the next 5 to 10 years. The March 2015 Workbook
questions for the 5 and 10 year implementation priorities were attached to the information package. Between
March 9 and 13, 2015, Transit Operators were asked to submit their completed surveys into the locked
comment box, located in the Downtown Operators’ Lounge. In total, six surveys were returned. Survey results
and comments are summarized below:

SHORT-TERM TRANSIT SERVICES AND FACILITIES (< 5 YEARS)

High Not a High | Don’t
Priority Priority Know

Implementation ltem

Enhance E-W rapid transit services (red line) by increasing
frequency, extending service into high ridership areas and making 5 1
the routing more direct.

Enhance N-S rapid transit services (blue line) by increasing
frequency, extending service to Market Mall and making the 5 1
routing more direct.

Extend conventional transit services to growing areas in the west,
northeast and southeast.

Review the feasibility for 5 park-n-ride lots.

Build dedicated bus lanes on 3 Avenue (22" to 25™ Street).

Build dedicated bus lanes on College Drive (Clarence Avenue to
Preston Avenue).

S g1l o

Convert the Downtown and Place Riel Transit Terminals for rapid
transit operations.
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OTHER COMMENTS (HIGH PRIORITIES):

m We need to have passengers prepay! Terminals, etc. takes so long with case, especially in low
income areas.

B Possible Transit Police to check ticket purchases and for bus security!
m Replace older buses (95’s and 9700’s).

W Pay drivers a decent wage and give them the respect any professional would get, including making
routes that include time to make proper bathroom trips.

MEDIUM-TERM TRANSIT SERVICES AND FACILITIES (5 - 10 YEARS)

Nota High | Don'’t
Priority Know

Implementation ltem High Priority

Continue E-W (red line) rapid transit service enhancements
by extending services into higher ridership areas to the 5 1
northeast, east and west.
Build dedicated bus lanes on 22" Street (Idylwyld Drive to 5 .
Confederation Drive).
Build dedicated bus lanes on 25" Street (3 Avenue to 6
- Spadina Crescent).
[ o
= Introduce Community Shuttles to the North Industrial Area. 6
(ab]
g Introduce Community Shuttles to the southwest- 4 1
i Confederation areas.
S Implement 3 park-n-ride lots. 4 2
o
% Implement transit priority for buses at intersections along 6
&Hh 8™ Street, Broadway Avenue and Preston Avenue.
z
S
=
o

OTHERCOMMENTS (SUGGESTIONS FOROTHERTRANSITSERVICE & FACILITY IMPROVEMENTS)
m $29.04 / hour please!

W Service is as good as the employees that provide the service. Please maintain a pay scale which will
reflect the pride that was once known by past drivers. Working for the City as a transit driver should
be considered a career. Most drivers are looking to discontinue after 5 to 10 years.

W Transit Policy Security for safety on buses as well as at terminals! For driver safety, as well as for
passenger comfort / safety. This should be a high priority in the near future! A lot of people say they
won’t use or let their kids use Transit because of unsavoury people or lack of security.

m When new streets, curbs and sidewalks are installed in new areas, bus stop signage should be
installed at the same time. And routes through these areas should already be in place. Thus giving
the new residents immediate knowledge of transit routes in relation to their new neighbourhood.
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0.3  Gity Employee Gome-and-Go Information Session

A come-and-go Growth Plan Information Session was held for City employees over the noon hour on March
12,2015, at City Hall. Information boards were set up around the room, with a rotating presentation displayed
on a monitor and workbooks available for completion. Several Growth Plan Steering Committee members
were on hand to answer questions. In total, 20 employees attended, however no workbooks were completed.

0.4 Transit Customer Intercept Surveys

During the first few weeks of March, two Long Range Planning staff carried out pedestrian intercept surveys
at the Downtown and Place Riel Transit Terminals. Twenty-five (25) people at each location were asked a
series of questions about Saskatoon Transit. Each participant’s answer was recorded on individual pages
then collated into a spreadsheet along with any additional comments made during the survey. Surveys took
approximately three minutes to complete and the demographics of the respondents varied significantly. Below
is a summary of the combined responses.

HOW OFTEN DO YOU USE TRANSIT?

4%

m Everyday
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m A few times a week
55% m Once in a while

= Once a week
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WHAT DO YOU USE TRANSIT FOR?

40% - 38% 38%
35%
30%
25%
20%
15%
10%
5%
o 0%
% Commute School Errands Other All
o7 246



HOW FAR DO YOU WALK TO CATCH YOUR BUS?

Less than 1/2 a block - 6%

1/2 block 29%

1 block 20%

More than 2 blocks _ 12%
0% 5% 10% 15% 20% 25% 30% 35%

WOULD YOU WALK FURTHER IF YOUR BUS CAME EVERY 15 MINUTES, YOU COULD TRACK IT ON
YOUR PHONE AND IF YOU HAD SHELTER?

14%

= Yes
= No

22%
= Maybe

64%
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PROPOSED MEDIUM-TERM TRANSIT SERVICE & FACILITY

Improvements ngh Low Priority N/A
Priority
More frequent service on 8™ Street, College Drive and 22 36 4 9
Street?
More frequent service on Broadway Avenue, ldylwyld Drive
and Warman Road 19 10 19
What do you think about dedicated bus lanes on College
Drive? 40 6 3
rive?

What do you think about dedicated bus lanes on 25™ Street? 28 8 12
What do you think about dedicated bus lanes on 3 Avenue? 25 13 9
What do you think about dedicated bus lanes on 22" Street? 32 10 7
Extending bus service into new neighbourhoods? 30 11 7
Park-n-ride lots for suburban areas? 32 8 8
Introducing shuttle service from Lawson Mall area to major 20 7 20
destinations in the industrial area?
Introducing shuttle service from the Confederation Mall area 19 8 20
to the South Industrial and Montgomery?
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0.5 Aboriginal Focus Group

A Growth Planfocus group was held with members of the Aboriginal community at the English River Business
Complex on March 16, 2015. The focus group was hosted in partnership with the University of Saskatchewan’s
Aboriginal Engagement Office and the Saskatoon Aboriginal Professional Association (SAPA). In total, 18
people were in attendance.

The session was facilitated by Warren Isbister-Bear, the Aboriginal Diversity & Inclusion Consultant with
the City of Saskatoon and included presentations of long-term directions and 5 to 10 year implementation
priorities. Input was recorded into the workbooks provided and collected at the end of the session. All
workbook input has been included within the summary input outlined in sections 3.1 to 3.3. The following is
a summary of the general group Q&A from the Aboriginal focus group session.

GENERAL GROUP Q&A: LONG-TERM DIRECTIONS

m Will Preston Avenue South be extended to Grasswood?

m No, that is not in the long-term Growth Plan. Preston Avenue will likely not be extended south because it
would then divide the Stonebridge neighbourhood in half.

m Is the Growth Plan looking at servicing and transit service to Grasswood area?

The Growth Plan focuses on growth within Saskatoon’s core (the areas within Circle Drive). However,
the City of Saskatoon has partnered with surrounding communities to complete a Regional Growth Plan,
which will address these concerns.

m Does the City have density level data?

m Yes, the City collects this information and it’s available to the public through our Neighbourhood Profiles.
The consultant has used this information in their technical evaluations.

GENERAL GROUP Q&A: TRANSIT IMPLEMENTATION

m Has the City/consultant looked at transit usage data? Where are people going? Where do they work?

m Yes, the East/West (Red Line) BRT is being proposed because that is the most heavily used transit route
today and is predicted to continue to grow.
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E The City should consider giving people an incentive to use transit. For example, if you use your transit
pass X number of times in a year, you get a discount on taxes or other City services.

m What are we doing to address the railroad tracks that run through our City?

m Unfortunately, the railroad tracks won’t be moving any time soon. However, a Steering Committee has
recently been formed with the City and the railway companies to try and come up with solutions to
problems.

m Is the City looking at payment kiosks, Wi-Fi on buses, etc.?
m Yes, this is all part of the Transit Customer Experience component of the Growth Plan (pg. 13).
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m What if people do not feel safe taking the bus? Is the City looking at other alternative transportations
options (like Uber)?

. The City is currently working on an Active Transportation Plan and is also working with a third party on
a car share co-op program.

0] What are the plans beyond the E/W, N/S BRT lines?
There will be a mix of frequent, conventional and community shuttles.

GENERAL GROUP Q&A: CORRIDOR GROWTH IMPLEMENTATION

0] Why are we not looking at developing new neighbourhoods in the south of Saskatoon?

. There are many acreages and housing developments located south of the City limits. This makes it
difficult to annex lands for neighbourhood development.

m What are costs of a transit station?
It varies depending on the amenities and size.

m How do we avoid growing like Calgary?
That is why we are developing a Growth Plan to Half a Million now, so that we grow in strategic ways.

GENERAL GROUP Q&A: OPPORTUNITIES & CHALLENGES
1. It will be a real cultural shift for people in Saskatoon to take transit. It's not the norm here.
How did Calgary make LRT successful?

Incentives will be important. ‘What’s in it for me?’

el

Need to make sure people are aware of what will happen if we don’t embrace this plan. Sell where you
want to be.

Like Park and Rides.

Mayor and City Employees should be required to take the bus. Set an example.
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Think of everybody. Not everybody will take transit. Car is faster to get kids to activities.

Like facelift to 22" Street and Confederation Mall — would like to see this happen sooner!

© © N o o

Housing will need to be considered.
10. Important how you advertise the improvements
11. Partner with Employers to build transit usage as a benefit

12.  Service to educational facilities will be important (4™ & 20™)
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9.6  TwoTwenty Lunch-and-Learn

On March 18, 2015, a small scale Growth Plan presentation was given at the TwoTwenty, a co-working office
in the heart of the Riversdale District. Arranged by Brian Hoessler of Strong Roots Consulting, the lunch-and-
learn session ran from noon to 1 p.m. with approximately 25 people in attendance. All attendees have office
space at the TwoTwenty, which is currently home for many of the city’s creative and progressive industries
and businesses.

The content of the presentation aligned with all other public engagement during this round of consultation,
however was condensed to one hour for efficiency. The long-term directions for the Growth Plan, relating
to Transit, Corridor Growth, and Core Bridges, were presented and included opportunities for questions
throughout the entire discussion, rather than at the end.
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TWOTWENTY QUESTIONS AND COMMENTS

m How do we reverse the trend of suburban growth and change the shift the ideal suburban lifestyle to
something more urban and downtown?

m This is a shift that should occur on a cultural plane.

m Corridor growth has been described as higher density, mixed use development and more transit...is this
accurate?

S7
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m Yes

m How do we get property developers, especially residential, to relocate their emphasis to urban
neighbourhoods, rather than the suburban lifestyle?

Encourage a cultural shift both publicly and administratively. A reinvented transit system needs to
happen before anything else, though. Once transit operations spread to suburban areas, attractiveness
will increase. As transit improvements are made, the core will see greater usage of transit.

m How do we change the built form of 22" Street and 8™ Street? What changes can be made?

Invest in infill strategies. There is a greater chance of doing this on the soon-to-be-developed ends
m of both streets. There is great infill opportunity on both corridors. More immediate changes include
streetscape enhancement, dedicated bus lanes.

m How are these changes (Growth Plan) going to be financed?

As part of the Growth Plan, a study on funding for its implementation has been completed—Financing
Growth.

m Is there a media/communications plan for Growing Forward! Shaping Saskatoon? How is this going to
be rolled out?

Yes. Shaping Saskatoon has been the main communication channel

m Has the city taken a look at Ottawa’s transit system? It is highly used.

m Yes, but it has not been looked at to a very high degree as the population is not comparable to that of
Saskatoon. Ottawa is too big.

m Could you provide some details on proposed changes to Transit?

The Customer Experience is at the core of the Transit Plan. Basically, everything is connected to the
experience of the customer, so increasing this will reinvent the transit system.

m Has the city ever considered purchasing lots on Idylwyld Drive? Why not?
No. Not sure.

m Is LRT being considered?

LRT is being considered, yes. Of the three possible BRT scenarios, two of them allow for easy LRT
integration in the future.
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4" and 3 are planned as complete streets, which would presumably result in parking space loss.
Would there not be push back from downtown business people?

m Yes. The dedicated group of stakeholders will be involved during the entire process and compromises
may have to be made.

m Is extending transit into new areas (Rosewood) feasible? People buy/live in this area assuming to
never take transit and always use their personal vehicle for everything.
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m This is something that has been considered. Again, by focusing on the customer experience, we hope
that the appeal of transit does increase. That being said, there will always be people who always drive.

m Would transit ever contract out services? Like Uber but for transit?
This has been discussed for possible feeder buses that then feed into the BRT lines.

m Would BRT be better along 20" Street, rather than 22" Street?
m 22 street was identified as a desirable BRT route because of its built form and width.

m Is the University on side with plans for BRT and Preston stations?
m Would a “loop” bus service work downtown?
m Proposed transit plans and cooperation from transit unions.

m How do people that care/want to see this Growth Plan passed get their voice heard and help?

m Attend things like this lunch and learn. Write down your thoughts and comments, fill out the survey,
provide feedback, etc.

m Would a transit referendum be a good idea here (like Vancouver)?
Due to different taxation systems, this would not function in Saskatoon the same way.

m How would the Growth Plan implementation be paid for?
ﬂ Drop 331 Street bridge idea entirely.

E Environmental concerns - the City is not doing enough to eliminate usage of fossil fuels and reduce
GHG emissions. There is no mention of either of these things in the Growth Plan.

E The Growth Plan is all about driving.

m Federal and Provincial funding for Growth Plan implementation.
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0.7 North Park & City Park Community Consultation

A Growth Plan presentation was held at North Park Wilson School on Wednesday, June 17, 2015, from
7 to 8:30pm for North Park and City Park residents. Approximately 66 people attended. The session
included presentations on the preliminary long-term Growth Plan directions for Corridor Growth, Transit and
Core Area Bridges, followed by general Q&A.

Participants could provide their input by filling out Comments Sheets at the event or emailing GrowingFwd@
Saskatoon.ca by June 26, 2015 (Appendix F). The Question & Answer period was also recorded and is
summarized below.

GENERAL GROUP Q&A

E On behalf of North Park and City Park Community Association Boards, thank you for coming out and
providing us with more information.

m What happened to the 24t Street Bridge Option?

All options went through a Technical Comparison & Evaluation review and the 24" Street Bridge option
m did not rank as high as the option to build a 33" Street Bridge combined with BRT lanes on the University
Bridge.

m Have lane controls been looked at on the University Bridge during the morning and afternoon commute
times?
Yes, we have looked at lane controls; however, the directional flow going East and West on the University
Bridge does not change during peak times so lane controls would not work in this instance. This works
best in situations where there are an odd number of lanes and unbalanced trips in each direction.

m What about the Victoria Bridge? When is that getting replaced?

Yes, the funding has been approved to rebuild the Traffic Bridge. It will be one-lane of traffic in either
direction, with wide pedestrian lanes on either side of the bridge.

m What about adding BRT on the Traffic Bridge?

m There is not enough demand along that corridor to warrant BRT on the Traffic Bridge. The highest demand
corridor is College Drive/University Bridge/22™ Street.

m What about relocating the rail lines? Why hasn’t that been considered or mentioned in the Growth Plan?

Unfortunately, the City does not have a whole lot of influence on getting CP and CN to move their rail
lines. We wish we did. The rail lines are federally-regulated private companies and they have flat out told
us that they have no plans to move the rail lines anytime soon.

This whole plan seems focused on the automobile. The UN recently announced their goal to have no
carbon emissions by 2100 and building a new bridge with traffic lanes is completely going against this
target. | am not in favour of a bridge.
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The goal of the Growth Plan is to get more people out of their car and using transit and other modes of
“ transportation. More river crossing capacity is necessary to provide dedicated infrastructure to transit.

m What about changing the RR Bridge near 33" to an LRT?

We did at one time consider converting the RR Bridge into a rapid transit bridge. However, it is just not
an option. Unfortunately the rail companies have no plans to move the rail lines. They still have big

“ customers on the line and that likely will not change in the foreseeable future, so we have to plan around
them.

That said, the City has recently formed a Task Force which includes City Leaders, the Fire Chief and RR
officials to work together on solutions around safety and infrastructure to bypass rail lines that cause
significant congestion.

As for LRT (Light Rail Transit), our consultant did look at the possibility for LRT in Saskatoon. However,
we simply will not have enough population or ridership to make it a feasible option in the 30 to 40 year
horizon. BRT (Bus Rapid Transit) is the better option for Saskatoon.

| like the Transit Plan, especially the Park & Ride option. Have you investigated where the markets
m are today and in the future? Transit needs to go to high volume employment areas like the hospitals,
downtown and University.

We know the highest transit ridership today is along the East/West line (shown in red in the plan).
m Hospitals tend to be located along these corridors. What the Growth Plan will help us do is to develop

high ridership areas into gold-level transit service. And link land use along corridors with transit/

transportation targets. This development approach has never been done before in Saskatoon.

| attended the recent Active Transportation public event and somebody | was talking to told me about
m the University’s plans to develop their land along College Drive and near the river. Can you tell me more
about that?

Yes, the University has a plan called Vision 2057 to develop these parcels of land into mixed-use
developments. Essentially, once complete, they would equal the size of two new neighbourhoods within
the City’s core. They are already starting now with plans for the College Quarter section.
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m Has the University allowed for academic and Innovation Place expansion in their plans?

m Yes, the University will ensure the needs of campus and Innovation Place are met within their plans.

m If the rail lines stay and the 33 Street Bridge gets built, how will congestion be avoided if a train is going
through?

m As part of the Task Force | mentioned earlier, the rail companies have agreed to help the City with funding
requests to improve grade separation infrastructure at key rail crossings throughout the city.
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m With all these new bridges being built, won’t people just go up Warman and over the Circle Drive Bridge?
| don’t think it will ever be necessary to build a 33" Street Bridge.

Once the North Commuter and Traffic Bridge are open, we will be OK for a while, but that will not last
forever. As our population reaches 500,000, we will need another river crossing.

| agree that Public Transit needs improvement and Saskatoon’s density profile has always been sparse.
m However, if you look at the millions of dollars already going towards new bridges and roads. It seems all
of our budget focus favours roads.

ﬂ The 33" Street Bridge option didn’t come from public consultation.

E | would caution proposing Transit Plan as aggressive. . the goals don’t seem overly aggressive to me.

Our goal is to reach 8% mode share, which for Saskatoon is very aggressive. Unfortunately, we simply

do not have a transit-oriented culture in Saskatoon and it will take a lot of investment to develop a system
that people want to take. | am not sure on the actual stats, but | believe even the best transit cities like
Toronto only have around 10% mode share.

m Who are you trying to accommodate by building a bridge at 33" Street?

Essentially everyone. With the development of the City Centre, North Downtown, University and Corridor
Growth, the population and density within Circle Drive will significantly increase and people will need
another means of crossing the river to access these developments.

m Have you considered having BRT lanes on the 33" Street Bridge instead of the University Bridge?

BRT needs to go on the highest demand corridors —the Red and Blue lines. There is not enough demand
to warrant putting BRT lanes on 33 Street Bridge.

m Was the 33 Street Bridge being considered when they were planning the new multi-use pathway in the
neighbourhood?

No, it wasn’t a consideration at that time.

| have neighbours from Finland that recently moved here and they do not have a car. Compared to
Finland’s transit system, they can’t believe how long it takes to get around Saskatoon using our transit

E system. | sometimes drive them to where they need to go because it would take them hours to go by
bus. He works at the University and a 33" Street bridge would probably be good for him, but | think a
bridge is going to cost too much money.

m Why isn’t someone from Transit here to answer questions?

m Transit’s focus is on planning for today and Long Range Planning works with Transit to plan for the
future.

m Will the new Transit Plan completely replace what we have today?
m No, not completely. It will become a hybrid of many services working together to be more efficient.
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| understand that sometimes what’s best for the city as a whole is not always what’s best for a community.

m When | first heard about the possibility of a 33 Street Bridge, | was against the idea. But, | starting
attending the engagement events to learn more, and while I’'m still exploring the idea, | have started to
lean the other way. A bridge would relieve congestion and move people within Circle Drive.

m You said that the average number of people per car in Saskatoon today is 1.1. Have you projected what
the average number of people per car will be 30 years from now?

It’'s hard to predict that number because we can’t really tell people how to move around, we can only
encourage them by providing other choices. For example, perhaps dedicated lanes for BRT could also
be used for High Occupancy Vehicles.

| am concerned this plan is going to Council in 2016 before we even know what a 33 Street Bridge

E will look like. You need to work with City Park and North Park because we live here and a bridge will
affect our communities. | understand that people need to move through, but | hope you work us before
anything is decided.

I moved to North Park because of the character of the neighbourhood. With a bridge traffic along 331

m Street will be even faster and it will destroy our neighbourhood. This appears to be providing more tools
for car owners and car use and is not providing an incentive for bike use, or transit use. Rather it is
providing better car options.

I have lived on the corner of 33" and Spadina for 30 years. Did anybody think that people who live in this

m neighbourhood live here for a reason — to enjoy the scenery of the river? If you put a four-lane bridge at
33 Street, you will have to take parking out along 33" Street and the businesses along 33" Street need
those parking spaces for their patrons. If there is no parking, their businesses will suffer.

The boards at the back show all the factors that were considered when evaluating the bridge options. No
matter where a bridge goes, it will have an impact. At this point, we are at a very conceptual stage and

will only be seeking acceptance in principle on the location of a river crossing at 33 Street. More work

will need to be done on mitigating impacts to the community once it’s determine a bridge is needed.

m Is the City planning to acquire property?
There are no plans to acquire property at this time.
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Be careful talking about consultation. This meeting should have happened a long time ago and more

E consultations need to be had with more neighbourhoods. It was a mistake in the process to not have
earlier consultations with affected neighbourhoods. | was surprised to learn that we couldn’t quantify
where people were coming from during the Engagement. This needs to be improved for future.

Have future demographic characteristics been considered in the development of this plan? | believe the
types of people who will choose to live in the core neighbourhoods of the city want to live in communities

m where they can live close to where they work. They don’t want to have to get into a car to get around.
A bridge to move more traffic is not the answer. Victoria recently built a toll bridge under these same
congestion assumptions and not nearly as many people are using the bridge as they predicted would. |
think we need to concentrate on completely reconfiguring transit and not building a new bridge.
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Yes, we do know that the Millennial generation who are in their 20’s now want to live in more dense
neighbourhoods, with more options to get around than just the car. Much of the Growth Plan is about
creating more density and transportation options within the City’s core. However, we still live in a prairie
city and there will likely always be a certain sector of the population that will favour the automobile. While
growth in new neigbourhoods will not disappear, we hope that the Growth Plan will help us to shift this
outward growth to 60/40 or even 50/50. We know that some of these concepts are pushing the limits
of Saskatoon’s acceptance for change. There has been no decision on a bridge, only technical analysis.

m Was a pedestrian/bike only bridge considered at 33“? We need to think beyond the automobile. We
currently have two major core bridges down and the sky has not fallen.

We have to plan for a future population that will be much greater than today, which will mean more
people in cars, on bikes and taking transit. The bridge being proposed would accommodate all modes
of transportation.

You mentioned in your presentation that if we do nothing travel times will increase from 10 minutes to 40
m minutes. This might be what it will take for people to start using Transit. If we continue to make changes
to accommodate automobile travel, people will never change.

0] what about LRT? Was that considered?
LRT is not a feasible option for Saskatoon — it’s simply too expensive.

m First, | want to thank you for coming out. | do not envy your job. You mentioned this plan is about
bringing people downtown, why is that important?

The Plan is not just about bringing people downtown; it’s a combination of factors. Without an additional
river crossing, we won’t be able to dedicate lanes for Transit along the University Bridge. Building a
bridge isn’t about just the car; it’s to support all transportation modes.

m Cyclists need better choices. Biking is dangerous in Saskatoon. We need separate bike lanes in this city.
Put all the money from bridges into protected bike lanes instead.
The protected bike lane pilot project is starting soon along 23" Street this year and 4" Avenue next year.
1Y It will be evaluated after 2-years and hopefully will lead to more protected bike lanes throughout the city
in the future.
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0.8 Corritor Survey

In May 2015, the City of Saskatoon contracted Insightrix Research Inc. to conduct a survey of land owners
and businesses in Saskatoon along 22" Street, 8" Street and College Drive/Preston Avenue to gather
feedback on the preliminary long-term recommendations and implementation priorities included in the
Growth Plan. The objective of this study was to identify the support for future planning and investment in
the areas of Corridor Growth, Transit, Rapid Transit and Core Area Bridges.

Over 800 land owners and businesses were invited to participate through mail out letters. The study was
conducted online and data was collected between June 6 and June 30, 2015. A total of 19 surveys were
completed.

The survey results have been included in Appendix F. Please interpret results with caution due to low sample
Sizes.
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With the third round of engagement for the Growth Plan complete, we are now working to refine the details
in the Growth Plan based on what we have heard from the community and various stakeholder groups. The
hundreds of suggestions and comments received during this round of engagement will be used to help
us finalize the long-term directions of the Growth Plan’s core initiatives and further shape priorities for
implementation.

We will be back in the Fall 2015 to share the draft Growth Plan and the implementation strategy for further
review and feedback from Saskatonians.

The Growth Plan team would like to thank everyone that has contributed to the process so far. We look
forward to hearing more from the community this Fall!

If you would like to learn more about the various components of the Growth Plan to Half a Million, we
encourage you to visit growingfwd.ca.
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Exit Survey

On March 3, 2015, Saskatoon residents were invited to attend workshop sessions for the Growth Plan to Half
a Million project at TCU Place. Two workshops were held, one from 12 p.m. to 2 p.m. and another from
6 p.m. to 8 p.m. Participants were encouraged to complete exit surveys so we could better understand how
they felt about the event,and gather feedback as to how the engagement process could be improved.
Ultimately, we received 145 exit surveys, the results are below.

HOW DID YOU HEAR ABOUT THIS EVENT?

Advertisement

From a friend/family member
Utiliby bill

Radio ad

In the news

Facebook
Growing Forward! Shaping Saskatoon website
City of Saskatoon website

Online search

Other

Twitter

0 10 20 30 40 50 60 70 80 90

Sixty-eight (68) respondents provided comments that could not be categorized into the given survey

AnNSWers:

School —teacher
Co-worker

Eblast

Community consultant
Bus riders of Saskatoon
Email

Community Association

i g Satichoon | GROWINGTovad!
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University of Saskatchewan

City Staff or Council

SRAR

Saskatoon Age-Friendly Institution
CARP

Press Release

Realtors Association



HAVE YOU ATTENDED ANY OTHER GROWTH PLAN EVENTS?

Those who have attended other Growth Plan events were asked to indicate which event(s) they have attended
previously. Responses include:

W Previous set of events

W Public engagement at TCU — Fall 2014

m Parks and Recreation — February 2014

B [nformation session — December 2014

® Downtown Plan

m City presentation at Saskatoon realtors events

268 vii
GROWTH PLAN ENGAGEMENT SUMMARY REPORT No. 4 - FEBRUARY TO JUNE 2015



DID YOU FIND THE INFORMATION USEFUL?

60 -
a0 A
40 -
30
20 -
10 +
0 .

Humber of Respondents

1=Not at All Useful
a=Bxtremely Useful

DID YOU FEEL YOU WERE GIVEN THE OPPORTUNITY TO SHARE IDEAS AND/OR

EXPRESS ANY CONCERNS?
60
g 50 -
E
2 40 -
&
S 30
2
E
2 20 -
10 A 19
0
0 .
1 2 3 4 5

1=Not at All Useful
p=Extremely Useful
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DID YOU FACE ANY CHALLENGES IN ATTENDING TODAY’S EVENT?

Weather 41
Timing 19
Transportation 11
Work obligations 10
Other 7]

Heard about it late 4
Location 4

Family obligations 2

0 2 10 13 20 25 30 35 40 45

Six (6) respondents provided comments that could not be categorized according to the given answers:

W Parking

W Un-cleared city sidewalks

W Bike lanes were covered in snow
m No childcare
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AT DID YOU ENJOY ABOUT THE EVENT?

rominent Themes
Attendees indicated that the workshop format was easy to follow and conducive to productive discussion

Information and workbooks provided were easy to understand and complemented the presentation

Attendees appreciated having multiple opportunities to share comments and opinions throughout the
workshop

Examples

II"

Clear presentations — booklet made very clear by the speaker. Welcoming staff at the door. Luncheon
was a nice touch

Great presentation. Well attended and good help from city representatives

| liked the small group discussions

The speaker was great at answering questions and he really knew what he was talking about
Packages were clear, interactive and colourful, which allowed me to understand the overall plan

The opportunity to give feedback and to ask questions was appreciated. The TCU location was very
convenient and enjoyable. The workbook was very helpful as it explained the plans more clearly and in
that we can study it more in depth

Very professional handling of the off-beat questions

Well put together, easy to consume/digest. The presentation was informative and fostered excitement
for the future

Thoughtful discussion, good questions. Welcomed the clear information

The facilitators were open and inviting. The conversation felt genuine. Thank you to the organizers and
facilitators for an excellent opportunity to participate

Range of people present was good, however there wasn’t a First Nations presence
It was a very welcoming environment where you were encouraged to share your ideas

Well-explained with multiple opportunities for input in a short period of time. Hearing people focus on
transit in Saskatoon and not roads and cars for a change was so exciting and refreshing

The fact that the city is willing to show the public their plans for the future and are using the public’s
opinion to shape the growth plan

Well organized — kept moving and focused. Varied modes — speaker, discussion, Q&A, workbook — very
good and | could see and hear everything

| got a general idea of what is going to be happening and other people’s opinions. It was very well done

City of |
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IS THERE ANYTHING WE COULD HAVE DONE TO ENHANCE YOUR EXPERIENCE?

Prominent Themes:

The format of the workshop wasn’t clearly communicated prior to the event which caused some
confusion

Attendees indicated that additional promotion of the event through social media would have been an
effective way of informing the community

The workshop seemed rushed and attendees indicated that they could have used more time to discuss
and share their ideas

Examples:

More of a clear-cut list of objectives and priorities is needed

Perhaps have people walk to a common microphone to present their questions so it would then be a
very clear way to gain floor time

Have more of an open forum with speakers discussing why the option was chosen
Short term/intermediate plans would have been interesting to see as well

Rather short presentation — a lot to take in during a limited time span

More opportunities needed to discuss specific topics

It was a bit rushed, | felt that more ideas came out of the small group discussions
Incorporate cycling discussion into the topic as the transit and cycling go hand in hand
Longer discussion periods needed

Could have had a better description of what the event would consist of (thought it was a come and go
session)

This was a presentation asking for agreement on priorities with no time to address why those priorities
were proposed. Realize there has been more to the process but planning assumptions need to be there
for all to understand.

Give more promotion to the meetings as | did not see any social media promotion on or before the day
of the meeting

More time for large group discussion

| find the open “whole room” Q&A discussion is least productive as citizens just air their grievances
about civic issues and not discuss the IGP
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March 2015 Growth Plan Engagement Print Ad (Example)

March 2015 Growth Plan
Engagement Online Ad (Example)
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March 2015 Growth Plan Engagement Poster (Example)
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Growth Plan to Half a Million

Proposed Long-term Plans for 8® Street
Information and Slll‘\lﬂv

Saskatoon is changing. It's how we manage change that is important. This
is why the City of Saskatoon is developing a Growth Plan to Half a Million
(Growth Plan) to help guide future infrastructure investments in areas like
Corridor Growth, Transit, Core Area Bridges and Active Transportation, so
residents will have more choices for how they live and move around the city
as Saskatoon grows.

In March 2015, the preliminary Growth Plan was introduced to the public
and includes long-term recommendations for:
e a new transit system with Bus Rapid Transit (BRT);
e redevelopment along major corridors like 22" Street, Idylwyld Drive,
8" Street, College Drive and Preston Avenue; and,
e a new core area river crossing at 33 Street, combined with BRT
lanes on the University Bridge.

Redevelopment along 8" Street would involve more detailed planning
efforts and engagement with the community before implementation could
begin. However, as these changes would impact you as a business or
land owner, we’d like to invite you to review the preliminary Growth
Plan and provide your feedback online by June 30, 2015.

http://surveys.insightrix.com/YXEGrowthPlan

Further opportunities for input will be offered in Fall 2015 when the final
proposed Growth Plan and implementation strategy will be confirmed with
the public.

For more information on the Growth Plan, please visit www.growingfwd.ca.

Corridor Survey Flyer: 8th Street Business & Land Owners (pg. 1)

. City of |
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Potential Redevelopment Areas Along 8" Street

Implementation of Secondary Plans™ for High Priority Corridors

*The Secondary Plan process will include extensive stakeholder consultation with land
owners, businesses and residents to develop a complete vision for the corridor in
addition to confirming the scale and type of development appropriate for the area.

Corridor Survey Flyer: 8th Street Business & Land Owners (pg. 2)
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Growth Plan to Half a Million

Proposed Long-term Plans for 22" Street W.
Information and Survey

Saskatoon is changing. It's how we manage change that is important. This
is why the City of Saskatoon is developing a Growth Plan to Half a Million
(Growth Plan) to help guide future infrastructure investments in areas like
Corridor Growth, Transit, Core Area Bridges and Active Transportation, so
residents will have more choices for how they live and move around the city
as Saskatoon grows.

In March 2015, the preliminary Growth Plan was introduced to the public
and includes long-term recommendations for:
e a new transit system with Bus Rapid Transit (BRT);
e redevelopment along major corridors like 22" Street, Idylwyld Drive,
8" Street, College Drive and Preston Avenue; and,
e a new core area river crossing at 33 Street, combined with BRT
lanes on the University Bridge.

Redevelopment along 22™ Street West would involve more detailed
planning efforts and engagement with the community before
implementation could begin. However, as these changes would impact
you as a business or land owner, we’d like to invite you to review the
preliminary Growth Plan and provide your feedback online by June
30, 2015.

http://surveys.insightrix.com/YXEGrowthPlan

Further opportunities for input will be offered in Fall 2015 when the final
proposed Growth Plan and implementation strategy will be confirmed with
the public.

For more information on the Growth Plan, please visit www.growingfwd.ca.

Corridor Survey Flyer: 22" Street Business & Land Owners (pg. 1)

City of '
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Potential Redevelopment Areas Along 22" Street W.

Implementation of Secondary Plans™ for High Priority Corridors

*The Secondary Plan process will include extensive stakeholder consultation with land
owners, businesses and residents to develop a complete vision for the corridor in
addition to confirming the scale and type of development appropriate for the area.

Corridor Survey Flyer: 22" Street Business & Land Owners (pg. 2)
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Growth Plan to Half a Million

Proposed Long-term Plans for Gollege Drive & Preston Avenue
Information and Survey

Saskatoon is changing. It's how we manage change that is important. This
is why the City of Saskatoon is developing a Growth Plan to Half a Million
(Growth Plan) to help guide future infrastructure investments in areas like
Corridor Growth, Transit, Core Area Bridges and Active Transportation, so
residents will have more choices for how they live and move around the city
as Saskatoon grows.

In March 2015, the preliminary Growth Plan was introduced to the public
and includes long-term recommendations for:
¢ a new transit system with Bus Rapid Transit (BRT);
e redevelopment along major corridors like 22" Street, Idylwyld Drive,
8" Street, College Drive and Preston Avenue; and,
e a new core area river crossing at 33 Street, combined with BRT
lanes on the University Bridge.

Redevelopment along College Drive and Preston Avenue would involve
more detailed planning efforts and engagement with the community before
implementation could begin. However, as these changes would impact
you as a business or land owner, we’d like to invite you to review the
preliminary Growth Plan and provide your feedback online by June
30, 2015.

http://surveys.insightrix.com/YXEGrowthPlan

Further opportunities for input will be offered in Fall 2015 when the final
proposed Growth Plan and implementation strategy will be confirmed with
the public.

For more information on the Growth Plan, please visit www.growingfwd.ca.

Corridor Survey Flyer: Preston Avenue/ College Drive Business & Land
Owners (pg. 1)
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Implementation of Secondary Plans™ for High Priority Corridors

*The Secondary Plan process will include extensive stakeholder consultation with land
owners, businesses and residents to develop a complete vision for the corridor in
addition to confirming the scale and type of development appropriate for the area.

Corridor Survey Flyer: Preston Avenue/ Gollege Drive Business & Land
Owners (pg. 2)
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APPENDIX Digital Engagement



Facebook Ads: Likes, Shares and GComments
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Email Feedback

From: Alexey

Sent: Monday, March 16, 2015 9:41 PM

To: Web E-mail - Growing Forward <GrowingFwd@Saskatoon.ca>
Subject: Growth Plan Comment

Message Body:

| have been in many cities, big and small, around the world. There is one thing that I'd say would make
Saskatoon much more attractive to live in. We know it gets really dusty here in Summers, and dirty in Springs.
Yet we need gravel/sand for road safety in winter.

The answer is to adopt street washing with big water trucks. It is done in many cities in the world and makes
it REALLY big difference for

m Dust content in air;
m City appearance;
B even... provide continued jobs in summer for snow removal workers.

What | mean is e.g. in this image:
http://www.sheridanmedia.com/files/image/street_wash.jpg

Many people complain about the dust and dirt on roads in Saskatoon. | think we have enough water to do
this... | grew in a city where washing was a regular thing in Spring/Summer. It was great. | would like the
City of Saskatoon to seriously consider this suggestion, or try, and see the difference it’ll make, shaping
Saskatoon into a much more attractive, beautiful city.

Please let me know what you think.

-- This e-mail was sent from a contact form on www.growingfwd.ca

From: Kent

Sent: Monday, March 9, 2015 12:29 PM

To: Web E-mail - Growing Forward <GrowingFwd@Saskatoon.ca>
Subject: Growing Forward City Transit Plan

Message Body:

Our Chamber supports growth oriented planning for the City of Saskatoon, and we acknowledge that public
transit will play an important role in sustaining accessibility around the city as that growth occurs. Despite
this, we feel that there are a number of changes which must be made to the city’s “Growing Forward” transit
plan as it currently exists.

We are of the view that new transportation technologies and approaches to business are likely to emerge
over the next 30 years and that these changes will significantly alter transportation solution/options, as well
as the built form of our city. As the travel and demand assumptions embedded within the proposed growth
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plan may significantly change over time due to the aforementioned factors, we urge a staged approach to the
adoption of transit solution proposals.

In a submission to the City of Saskatoon’s 2011 operational review, our Chamber urged the city to adopt a
higher cost recovery target from its transit system than is currently experienced (about 40% or less is cost
recovered today, while the historic norm more closely approached 60%).

A review of the City of Winnipeg’s award winning transit system shows that with approximately 2.8 times the
population of Saskatoon, Winnipeg does not achieve the 8% transit ridership target embedded in the City’s
concept under discussion. This suggests that the 8% target is very aggressive. Furthermore, the Winnipeg
system, which was the top ranked transit system in Canada in 2013 as judged by the Ontario Municipal
Benchmarking Initiative (an independent benchmarking authority) was able to achieve a cost recovery of 59%
in 2011, 60% in 2012 and 61% in 2013.

Our Chamber therefore suggests that the City of Saskatoon establishes cost recovery targets that increase in
tandem with the transit service enhancements proposed within the City’s Growth Plan and that in the longer
term, the Saskatoon cost recovery target be similar to those currently being met by Winnipeg’s transit system.

We look forward to your response.

-- This e-mail was sent from a contact form on www.growingfwd.ca

From: Annemarie

Sent: Friday, March 6, 2015 12:29 PM
To: Web E-mail - Growing Forward
Subject: RE: Growth Plan Comment

Hi Lee

Just wanted to send you a picture of something that | find to be very effective for crossing pedestrians
through busy traffic without the use of traffic lights. This system works very similar to a ‘Fire Truck’ exit
light (like Idylwylds, without a siren). The blinking lights are activated by pedestrian button and are timed of
course, but the best thing is that as soon as the pedestrian is out of harms way, you can continue driving.
Not near as frustrating for, nor as obstructing to traffic flow. Yet very effective, especially where elementary
schools and daycare facilities are located near high density traffic. Please see attached picture.

--REPLY--

From: Thomas, Lee (CY - Planning and Development)
Sent: Monday, March 9, 2015 10:32 PM

To: Annemarie

Cc: Magus, Jay (TU - Transportation)

Subject: RE: Growth Plan Comment

Good morning, Annemarie.
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Thanks again for your suggestion! These flashing amber pedestrian crossing lights are great for helping
with safe pedestrian crossings. We currently use them throughout the city in conjunction with other tools to
assist safe pedestrian crossing. I've attached two pictures of this concept applied in Saskatoon: one at the
intersection of Spadina Crescent & 23" Street, the other on Central Avenue & Reid Road.

I’'ve cc-ed Jay Magus on this email as he heads-up the department that oversees crosswalk reviews in
Saskatoon. Please feel free to contact him if you have further questions or comments.

Cheers!
-LT

Lee Thomas | tel 306.975.3110

Project Manager, Growing Forward! Shaping Saskatoon

City of Saskatoon | 222 3rd Avenue North | Saskatoon, SK S7K 0J5
lee.thomas@saskatoon.ca

www.saskatoon.ca | www.growingfwd.ca

From: Chantal

Sent: Sunday, March 8, 2015 12:58 PM
To: Web E-mail - Growing Forward
Subject: Growth Plan Comment

Hi there,
I’m a homeowner on *** and obviously | have a lot of questions about the proposed bridge.

Would this include demolishing our houses? When would this occur? Is there a chance that it won’t. Feel free
to email or call me at ***.

-- This e-mail was sent from a contact form on www.growingfwd.ca
--REPLY--

From: Thomas, Lee (CY - Planning and Development)
Sent: Monday, March 9, 2015 10:32 PM

To: Chantal

Cc: Cook, Don (CY - Planning and Development)
Subject: RE: Growth Plan Comment

Hi Chantal,

Thanks for getting in touch on this! The 33 Street Bridge review is in it’s early stages and we don’t have
sufficient information yet to be able to give you a definitive answer on how much the adjacent properties will
be impacted.

Right now we are trying to raise awareness that (1) traffic is growing and (2) our existing core bridges
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won’t have enough capacity to support this growth in the long-term. So we are trying to have community
conversations about the long-term impacts of growth and how we may address these impacts.

A 33 Street Bridge is a long-term option (at least 20 years away) that would offer the greatest city-wide benefit
for all modes of transportation and would help us to accommodate significant infill in the North Downtown
and UofS lands. However, there are other options we can explore to delay the need for an additional river
crossing, such as:

B More aggressive and committed funding for transit and active transportation infrastructure and
programs; and,

W Stronger incentives for redevelopment along our major corridors to help densify these areas and
lessen our reliance on cars.

These community conversations will continue into the Fall when we come back with more detail on
implementation of the Transit Plan and Corridor Growth/Redevelopment Plan. The input we get will be
collated and provided to Council for consideration in early 2016 alongside our technical reviews. If Council
decides to commit the resources to develop a functional plan for a 33" Street Bridge, then more work will be
done to specifically identify the impact of a new bridge on adjacent properties and roads.

So, to summarize that long-winded response:

m Our current bridge review is very high level to get the big picture of what’s needed to double our
population. This level of review won’t have enough detail to answer the questions you have.

m [f Council decides to pursue a 33" Street Bridge when they review the project in early 2016, a more
detailed assessment with community engagement will be completed.

m We are at least a year or more away from starting any detailed 33" Street Bridge planning work
sufficient to answer the questions you are asking.

My apologies that | don’t have answers to your questions right now. But please feel free to keep asking and
| will do my best to keep you in the loop.

Regards,
-LT

Lee Thomas | tel 306.975.3110

Project Manager, Growing Forward! Shaping Saskatoon

City of Saskatoon | 222 3rd Avenue North | Saskatoon, SK S7K 0J5
lee.thomas@saskatoon.ca

www.saskatoon.ca | www.growingfwd.ca

From: Bonnie

Sent: Monday, March 9, 2015 7:31 AM
To: Web E-mail - Growing Forward
Subject: Growth Plan Comment

People who park on the east side and walk downtown to work are: keeping cars out of downtown, reducing
pollution, and promoting exercise and healthy lifestyle.
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The problem is finding a place to park. In winter 12" Street is not kept clear so cars can park. Snow is plowed
into the curb and cars can’t park. The other issue is two hour residential parking.

For the future: address these issues near the bridges so more people will walk downtown. Address the
neighbourhood parking issue so residents and walkers are all treated fairly. For bridge repairs summer 2015,
address these parking issues to keep cars out of downtown

Hope these ideas are helpful.

-- This e-mail was sent from a contact form on www.growingfwd.ca

From: Michelle

Sent: Sunday, March 8, 2015 5:18 PM
To: Web E-mail - Growing Forward
Subject: Growth Plan Comment

Hi! I'm happy to know you’re working towards a city that is accessible by all. One thing that | think is very
important for pedestrian & bike traffic is not only a safe lane/sidewalk but also one that is safe from the car
grime. If you’ve ever tried to get out of Saskatoon’s core across a bridge on foot you know that you are at the
mercy of the cars. There may be high rails but those rails don’t allow you to arrive at your destination clean
- especially in weather like this, or when it’s dry & the streets haven’t yet been cleaned from the winter salt/
gravel. Broadway, University & idylwyld bridges are all the same.

Thanks for listening

-- This e-mail was sent from a contact form on www.growingfwd.ca

From: Annemarie

Sent: Thursday, March 5, 2015 8:10 AM
To: Web E-mail - Growing Forward
Subject: Growth Plan Comment

Maybe you’ve done this already, but we should put forth a challenge to the University of Saskatchewan Civil
Engineering students to come up with cost effective and environmentally friendly solutions for our growing
city. These bright young minds are currently immersed in the best technology and education we have to offer
so they should be able to come up with some awesome solutions!

Free labour for us... And excellent resumes for the students :)

-- This e-mail was sent from a contact form on www.growingfwd.ca
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From: Annemarie

Sent: Thursday, March 5, 2015 7:52 AM
To: Web E-mail - Growing Forward
Subject: Growth Plan Comment

A couple more :)

For all new Residential Developments... Having a ‘Park and Ride’ lot with express bus service to the major
bus terminals. Having a designated ‘Industrial Area’ Express bus which only services major terminals and the
industrial working areas (but make sure it runs during industrial working hours).

-- This e-mail was sent from a contact form on www.growingfwd.ca

From: Annemarie

Sent: Thursday, March 5, 2015 5:22 AM
To: Web E-mail - Growing Forward
Subject: Growth Plan Comment

A couple more ideas... Installing lane direction lights on the Broadway and/or University Bridges... Using 3
lanes into downtown, 1 lane out during morning rush, and reverse it during evening rush, 3 lanes out, 1 lane
in. Or consider double decking one of the bridges rather than building an entirely new bridge.

Please revisit all left turn lights as many are not on during heavy traffic, And there are definitely a lot of places
where left turn lights still need to be installed. Ask the city police service to assist you in determining lighting
solutions as they probably run across these issues more than anyone. Tell them to note the intersection every
time they find themselves swearing at the lights, lol.

Look at moving towards a downtown road system like Calgary, where smaller streets like 2", 31, 4t 5t
Avenues are a staggered one-way system. This moves traffic fast.

-- This e-mail was sent from a contact form on www.growingfwd.ca

From: Rhonda

Sent: Wednesday, March 4, 2015 5:49 PM
To: Web E-mail - Growing Forward
Subject: Growth Plan Comment

| am still baffled by your plans to make yet another bridge at 33 Street. If you have been keeping abreast of
recent findings on pollution and the recommendations to have fewer cars, more green spaces, walking routes,
etc. then why pay and plan to enhance bus routes only to undo rapid transit by making more and more car
routes? Especially downtown!! The new neighbourhood proposal for this area should really include walking,
rapid transit and recreational sites. Stop the madness!!

-- This e-mail was sent from a contact form on www.growingfwd.ca
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From: Annemarie

Sent: Wednesday, March 4, 2015 2:31 PM
To: Web E-mail - Growing Forward
Subject: Growth Plan Comment

Transportation ideas/comments that | posted cbc...

Let’s have Bombardier design us a solar powered (make use of our endless sunshine) transit rail system that
makes use of our inner city rail lines... And convert the Sutherland rail yard to the City transit rail yard! All we
have to do is link the CN lines outside the city using only the Southwest Station and Bridge... And pay for it all
LOL! But, it could be a good joint venture for CN, City of Saskatoon and Bombardier :)

Retort to someone who thought | was against cycling... No, | just think that cycling is not a year-round
solution to transportation issues and therefore should be considered under ‘Parks and Recreation’...

| think we should, from the ‘Parks and Recreation’ funded tax budget, use money to join all major parks
in the city via Bicycle pathways. Which in turn can be a pleasant vehicle-free way for cyclists to maneuver
throughout the city. Absolutely in-favour! I’'m just saying to use transport funds for year-round transport, see
my idea for solar-powered tram system :)

-- This e-mail was sent from a contact form on www.growingfwd.ca

From: Olga

Sent: Wednesday, March 4, 2015 11:28 AM
To: Web E-mail - Growing Forward

Subject: Growth Plan Comment

| (and many others | know) are very concerned and alarmed that the established, older neighborhoods in
which we live are being neglected and disseminated in many ways all for the good of the newer areas of this
city. This exercise of Growing Forward must remember that many of the residents have lived here all their
lives and contributed greatly in lots of ways to the betterment of the city only to watch with dismay the lack
of concern and regard for our neighborhoods.

-- This e-mail was sent from a contact form on www.growingfwd.ca

From: Ron

Sent: Tuesday, March 3, 2015 5:22 PM
To: Web E-mail - Growing Forward
Subject: Growth Plan Comment

Nowhere in this plan have | noticed any improvement (read; forward thinking) to address the age-old problem
of directing the bulk of traffic (including highway traffic) away from current high traffic locations and even
through the city core. As an example: Throughout the 1970’s, the city of Calgary was fighting the same
problems that Saskatoon is just starting to realize (i.e. in-gressing a egressing residential and commercial
areas bottlenecked traffic causing driver frustration and even dangerous situations). Their answer and one
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that Saskatoon should adopt sooner rather than later; to build perimeter access roads using on-ramps and
off-ramps with fast moving (hi-way speed) traffic routes PRIOR to allowing any development of new areas.
Once those new areas were developed under 50%, a new system of roadways is already being developed
several kilometers further out. Saskatoon has the additional major consideration of a river dividing the city.
This relates directly of the matter of cost for potentially numerous extra bridges. My opinion however, is that
development should progress along these lines, so that it is completed properly the first time and not in a
hap-hazard afterthought fashion (such as the Circle Drive access at 22" Street and Confederation Drive) As
an aside comment; our “City of Bridges” would more precisely be described as a “wagon wheel” with several
major hi-ways intersecting at the “hub”. With the extreme volume of heavy truck traffic entering our city,
even when they are simply passing through, would it not make more sense to give this traffic a means of
circumventing altogether, instead of directing them through a kilometer or more of heavy city traffic, before
even allowing them access to a faster more direct route (Circle Drive) which in the North Business district does
little more than cause more frustration for them and regular city traffic which must all use this bottleneck!!!

-- This e-mail was sent from a contact form on www.growingfwd.ca

From: Shawna

Sent: Wednesday, March 4, 2015 10:54 AM
To: Web E-mail - Growing Forward

Subject: Growth Plan Comment

| just took the growing forward survey, after attending the public consultation on march 3rd. It ended rather
abruptly with no warning that there would be no further opportunity to provide additional comments! So here
are some comments | was unable to make in the survey.

Re-energizing downtown MUST be part of the growth plan. A strong and vibrant downtown provides a city
with a certain cohesion and spirit. Think about downtown Toronto, or Manhattan. There is a spirit and vibration
there that is essential to the city. The time for Saskatoon to start planning for an invigorated downtown is now.

We are a city with 6 months of winter. The fact that we have no heated, indoor pedway system is criminal. |
am not talking about heated sidewalks where pedestrians are still out in the wind, snow and cold. | am talking
about a real pedway that connects people with the places they want to go downtown. This pedway should
travel east from Midtown Plaza, along 21st Street, connecting people to all the lovely shops and restaurants.
At the Sheraton Cavalier, it should turn north along Spadina (but with an above ground connection to the
Bessborough) turning west on 22nd for 1/2 block and then proceeding north up 6th Avenue to 23rd street,
where it could provide access to the Medical Arts Building. It would head west from 6th Avenue to 1st
Avenue, connecting City Hall, the library and the 3rd Avenue/23rd Street bus terminal, and then back south
to the Midtown Plaza. Obviously there should be a way to access the Midtown Plaza’s underground parking
from TCU - | can’t believe that this problem hasn’t already been solved, it's so obviously needed. Transit
users especially would benefit from a pedway system, but business travelers staying at the Sheraton or
the Bessborough would be able to access TCU without having to go outside. It is so obviously needed.
Businesses should be thrilled with the opportunity to cost share on this as they would gain a lot of revenues
with this kind of increased downtown pedestrian traffic from November - April.

| have comments for the “make a problem out of nothing” whiners in North Park and City Park who are so
concerned about increased traffic on 33" Street if the bridge were to become a reality. First, where do they
think increased traffic OUGHT to go? The existing bridges are barely handling the load we have in 2015. By
2030 they won’t be able to handle the load at all. Second, improving 33 Street from 7" Avenue to Spadina
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to give it more of a Broadway feel is 100% the right way to go and it would improve their property values by
give them a fully functioning community. Finally, there are these inventions called “pedestrian overpasses”
and “traffic signals” that help safely move people from one side of a busy street to the other. It’s nothing but
good for those residents and it is unfortunate some of them are too myopic to see that.

My final comments relate to the Traffic Bridge. At the presentation on March 3, there was no discussion
surrounding what should happen to this bridge. The fact that it leads right on to 3" Avenue on the downtown
side and has excellent access to 8" Street on the east side make it obvious choice for a rapid transit bus for
the 8" street corridor instead of the University Bridge. If this bridge could handle busses, pedestrians and
cyclists, it could conceivably lessen much of the burden on the other 2 commuter bridges (I am not counting
the Buckwold Bridge as it is not a corridor route). It is surely something to carefully consider.

Thank you for the opportunity to provide feedback,

-- This e-mail was sent from a contact form on www.growingfwd.ca

From: Mike

Sent: Sunday, March 1, 2015 6:17 AM
To: Web E-mail - Growing Forward
Subject: Growth Plan Comment

It appears that one option is dedicated bus lanes on College Drive, University Bridge and 25" Street. | commute
downtown via University Bridge and | have no idea how all the vehicles using this route can be funneled into
one lane. Have you done a traffic impact study? The idea is not feasible and will cause traffic gridlock.
Furthermore, the route is the only main corridor into downtown from the east. The east is expanding with
development starting in Brighton. There is just no way dedicated lanes will work.

| also find it very unfair that residents in the south and south east have access to a freeway into downtown
plus Broadway Bridge plus a new traffic bridge while those of us in the east should cram into one lane.
There are mornings when both lanes heading into downtown on College is backed up from Clarence to
Cumberland. How do you fit that into one lane. At then end of the day 25™ is backed up from Clarence to 2"
Avenue. Again, how do you fit this traffic in one lane.

My support for this idea of dedicated lanes is 0%. In addition, a bridge at 33" Street does not change anything
since most traffic using College would not be diverted to a 33" Street Bridge.

To gain my support will require a bridge at 24" street. Anything less and my support remains at 0%

-- This e-mail was sent from a contact form on www.growingfwd.ca

From: Mark

Sent: Thursday, April 26, 2015 8:05 PM
To: Web E-mail - Growing Forward
Subject: Growth Plan Comment
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In addition to comments left in the survey, I’d like to see a (time-limited) dedicated transit lane on Preston
Avenue between 14 street and 8 street. Congestion is the fatal blow to transit, as it means that buses are still
slower, less reliable, and more expensive than taking a car. The congestion on Preston Avenue during rush
hour would seriously impact a large amount of commuters, and it would be worth the loss of a parking lane
during peak hours (considering that cars barely move with the light at Preston and 8).

-- This e-mail was sent from a contact form on www.growingfwd.ca

From: Rhonda

Sent: Thursday, April 26, 2015 6:35 PM
To: Web E-mail - Growing Forward
Subject: Growth Plan Comment

| am glad you are concerned about getting feedback and that you are looking at various ideas. | think it is
very important that you really think first and foremost about the projected growth itself. Is it a real projection
if oil is no longer a major employer or if potash also loses ground in the world market as we’ve seen lately.
Coal? Agriculture? Are there any weather projections? Drought for example long term as in the states? If we
are not thinking about forward ways to make a living and having a viable living city and province will people
be able to live here? Will they want to? Will people stay. From what I've experienced most people are here for
the boom. If it is no longer a working boom then it is bust. Spending all kinds of money on a to be ghost town
is something to really consider. Continuing in the same direction with no real consideration of tomorrow is
reckless and irresponsible. A lot of Saskatoon right now looks ripe for slum development (Stonebridge a row
upon row upon complex upon complex) when it gets run down. As to bridge building are you kidding me?
If one reads at all it seems to me they would be aware that walking neighbourhoods are recommended in all
places more and more. Walking and bike riding. Instead of bus lanes think bike lanes. People in Saskatoon
ride their bikes in -40 weather and snow. Bus riders are few and far between and taking put already built
bridges for bus lanes is really really short-sighted. Don’t waste money on bandages. The money should be
saved and go to a real rapid transit system. Use the old Victoria bridge and if you can take the CP line out
of the city convert it to above ground rapid transit. If possible also have bike lanes and pedestrian tragic on
both. This could move a lot of people around and would be used. Cars as we know them are dinosaurs. There
is nothing like looking ahead if you are trying to plan something!!!! | am horrified by the idea of yet another
car bridge going over 33" Street but getting the trains out of the city (let'’s not forget Lac Megantic) and
using the infrastructure for a bike pedestrian or new real rapid transit (Boston’s above ground light rail for
example) could be something to consider. Spending money like drunken sailors is getting really worrisome
and well sloppy. Which is a Shane because when | first moved here from Vancouver | was so impressed by
how well Saskatoon had protected its river, has included green spaces so thoughtfully, and had seemed to
be so careful and considerate in how the city had been built and managed. | am not seeing that now and that
worries and saddens me. Gars bridges roads and cheap row houses are NOT the way of the future. Are you
asking the young ones what they think? They are going to inherit this that is if they don’t leave first. And are
their jobs oil or potash or agriculture or for that natter WATER dependent. Don’t talk to me about corridors
that you want to pave over talk to me about walk ways for people to enjoy and benefit from on their way to a
viable workplace. Talk to me about developing those conscionable and needed viable workplaces. Have you
heard about Vancouver growing orchards in their old burnt out industrial waterfront areas and training some
of the homeless of Vancouver’s notorious east side to work there. So far none of your plans have impressed
me. Some of your proposals have absolutely depressed and horrified me. But the city has good bones and
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people have been thoughtful and considerate and even forward thinking in the past. Hopefully the same will
be true going forward.

-- This e-mail was sent from a contact form on www.growingfwd.ca

From: Orla

Sent: Thursday, April 26, 2015 6:11 PM
To: Web E-mail - Growing Forward
Subject: Growth Plan Comment

1. Please do not even think of a bridge at 33™. It is those in the north end that need a bridge before anything
else is considered. And please research it well. Why was a bridge built with traffic ending up on 42" Street?
Anything would have been better than 42" which cannot be widened. What congestion!!!

2. Please put safety barricades along the overpass over College Drive. It gets very icy and windy there.
3. On Victoria Avenue please allow south traffic & those turning right to use the right-hand lane. Those turning
left, the left lane.

-- This e-mail was sent from a contact form on www.growingfwd.ca

From: Jim

Sent: Thursday, April 26, 2015 7:22 AM
To: Web E-mail - Growing Forward
Subject: Growth Plan Comment

| want to indicate my strong disagreement with the idea of new car bridge crossing the river at 33, With the
new Traffic Bridge (which | also do not support), this would mean 6 bridges across the river in a relatively
short span, each one bringing more traffic downtown or to an already congested route to the North Industrial
area. By encouraging car traffic---and particularly by doing so in one of the few quiet areas of the river valley
(that is the East side of the river between the University and Circle Drive bridge) this would dramatically
diminish the ability for people to enjoy the river valley. All city planning research argues against plans like
this that relieve one bottle neck only to create many more. On the other hand, a dedicated pedestrian and
bike bridge across the river at this point would be most useful and effective, providing easy access to the
University for most students (who do not drive) and encouraging fuller use of the trails.

-- This e-mail was sent from a contact form on www.growingfwd.ca
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From: Tyler

Sent: Wednesday, April 25, 2015 11:31 PM
To: Web E-mail - Growing Forward
Subject: Growth Plan Comment

| think in the best interest to our city would be a little more economical and safer for the people riding it would
be two sky train (Vancouver has this system) which involves minimal drivers. Now city centre would be
where they (both or all four depending on planning.) meet - same with your buses still going to main stops.
One could go let’s say Sutherland to Lawson to confederation then Blairmore and back downtown..the other
University, Evergreen, Stonebridge exhibition 8" Street back downtown. This would eliminate buses running
late, amount of buses, repair costs, gas cost....etc. The one in Vancouver runs on electricity and is very fast
and efficient not to mention a Canadian company built it...I do understand the infrastructure needed to achieve
this but circle drive is pretty open just saying please contact me if this comes into discussion | play Sim city
all the time would love to be a part of building this great city thank you.

-- This e-mail was sent from a contact form on www.growingfwd.ca

From: Margi

Sent: Wednesday, March 18, 2015 7:52 AM
To: Web E-mail - Growing Forward

Subject: Growth Plan Comment

The City of Saskatoon needs to adopt a Heritage Policy that actually means something. We are tired of losing
our history. Please stop allowing developers to destroy it. Thank you.

-- This e-mail was sent from a contact form on www.growingfwd.ca

From: Harold

Sent: Thursday, February 26, 2015 1:11 PM
To: Web E-mail - Growing Forward

Subject: Growth Plan Comment

On December 32014, | submitted a Queen Street Bridge Proposal to Don Cook, Alan Wallace (Planning and
Development), Nick Baker(Transit), Colin Hartle (U of S. Traffic) and Dan Florizone( RUH /SHR).

I would like to know if this Proposal will be included in the March 31, 2015 Main Event: Growth Plan Focused
Discussions: Tuesday, March 3, 2015.

Please reply - Thank you,

-- This e-mail was sent from a contact form on www.growingfwd.ca
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~-REPLY--

From: Thomas, Lee (CY - Planning and Development)
Sent: Friday, February 27, 2015 8:04 AM
To: Harold

Cc: Cook, Don (CY - Planning and Development); Wallace, Alan (CY - Planning and Development); Clark,
Charlie (City Councillor); Pesenti, Jennifer (CY - Business Administration)

Subject: RE: Growth Plan Comment
Good morning, Harold.

Thank-you for submitting your proposal for a Queen Street bridge connection to Preston Avenue. Your
submission was reviewed by our consultant alongside the other Core Bridge possibilities. A summary of the
results of this technical review is outlined below for your information. Based on the results of this technical
review, our discussions will focus on the highest-ranking and recommended alternative of a possible new
bridge at 33" Street combined with BRT lanes on the University Bridge.

Queen Street Bridge Review Summary

Review Criterion 1: A new crossing should connect arterial roads where their function is already designed
to serve travel between neighbourhoods and other areas of the city. Queen Street is classified as a collector
roadway with two travel lanes and on-street parking on both sides of the street. Consistent with collector
roads throughout Saskatoon, Queen Street is designed to support neighbourhood traffic which includes travel
to and from City Hospital. The extension of Queen Street through the University of Saskatchewan lands would
likely be classified as an arterial roadway with four travel lanes.

Review Criterion 2: A new crossing should have the ability to handle projected traffic volumes with
reasonable improvements to the road network (i.e. without significant impacts to adjacent properties).
A four lane river crossing at Queen Street would generate approximately 2,000 vehicles in both directions of
travel during the morning and afternoon peak periods. These volumes would exceed the capacity of the two-
lane roadway and the design threshold for a collector road. It is expected that significant roadway upgrades
and widening would be necessary along Queen Street to accommodate this anticipated increase in traffic.

Review Criterion 3: A new crossing should serve core area travel demands. It is anticipated that a Queen
Street bridge would primarily serve core area travel with more than 80% of all peak travel starting or ending
their trip inside the Circle Drive area.

Review Criterion 4: A new crossing should benefit walking, cycling and transit. A Queen Street crossing
would provide an attractive crossing for pedestrians and cyclists, but would not likely serve transit due to its
collector network connections.

Review Criterion 5: Preliminary review of Land Impacts. The impacts of a new arterial roadway through the
centre of the University lands are significant. Sections of the corridor would cross lands designed for crop
science research that are to remain part of the campus as per the long-term vision outlined in Vision 2057.
The arterial road required for a Queen Street bridge crossing would dissect the campus in areas intended for
future expansion and create a barrier for future developments, particularly those related to and connected
to Innovation Place. This crossing also would not serve planned development north of the railway corridor
which would otherwise be served by a 33rd Street crossing connecting to Preston Avenue.
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Review Summary

Based on this review, it would appear that there are some fundamental challenges and limitations to a crossing
in the core area connecting the University lands to Queen Street. Although the forecast traffic volumes and
patterns crossing a Queen Street bridge would be comparable to a 33" Street crossing, the road networks on
either side of Queen Street crossing could not be modified to support projected east-west travel demands. In
particular, the collector roadway function of Queen Street would serve as a constraint to the function of this
new crossing and the new arterial roadway required through the University lands would likely impact existing
buildings, future development plans and environmentally-sensitive areas.

Best regards,

-LT

Lee Thomas | tel 306.975.3110

Project Manager, Growing Forward! Shaping Saskatoon

City of Saskatoon | 222 3rd Avenue North | Saskatoon, SK S7K 045
lee.thomas@saskatoon.ca

www.saskatoon.ca | www.growingfwd.ca

From: Margi

Sent: Monday, March 9, 2015 12:15 PM
To: Web E-mail - Growing Forward
Subject: Growth Plan Comment

Saskatoon is in danger of losing its built heritage due to the lack of civic policy. We need to protect our historic
buildings and landmarks.

http://www.gopetition.com/petitions/save-the-farnam-block.html

-- This e-mail was sent from a contact form on www.growingfwd.ca
--REPLY--

From: Thomas, Lee (CY - Planning and Development)

Sent: Monday, March 9, 2015 1:01 PM

To: Harold

Cc: Fast, Joyce (Clerks)

Subject: RE: Growth Plan Comment

Hello, Margi.

Thank-you for your comment. For your information, | am including a link to the City’s Civic Heritage Policy
and our Municipal Heritage Advisory Committee (please scroll down the page a bit). If you wish to contact
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the Committee and/or have further suggestions for their mandate, please call Joyce Fast with the City Clerk’s
Office at 306.975.3240.

Regards,

-LT

Lee Thomas | tel 306.975.3110

Project Manager, Growing Forward! Shaping Saskatoon

City of Saskatoon | 222 3rd Avenue North | Saskatoon, SK S7K 0J5
lee.thomas@saskatoon.ca

www.saskatoon.ca | www.growingfwd.ca

From: Troy

Sent: February 25, 2015 10:10 PM

To: Hill, Darren (City Councillor)

Subject: Re: IMPORTANT TO YOUR NEIGHBOURHOQOD - 331 Street Bridge

| don’t support the decision for this bridge. It's unnecessary and will just make 33 even busier. A link from
north downtown to University? Seems like a waste. Halifax has proven with traffic studies that additional
bridges did not fix their traffic problems, additional bridges just lead to more people thinking they should
drive. | agree that the city needs to be focused more on public transit. | would support a rail system before a
33 Street bridge.

From: Gerry

Sent: February 25, 2015 10:10 PM
To: Hill, Darren (City Councillor)
Subject: 331 Street Bridge

The City can buy up at least a row of houses along 33 to get more than the current 2 lanes of roadway. Of
course 33 west of 2" Avenue will be choked with traffic headed for the bridge. They’ll have to knock a bunch
of stuff out of the way to widen that street at least to Idylwyld.

Go to meetings? | don’t - and many of my friends don’t - care what the city does anymore. Spend, build, tax..
Whatever.

From: Lori

Sent: February 26, 2015 12:09 AM
To: Hill, Darren (City Councillor)
Subject: 33 Street

No bridge is needed or wanted at 33 Street. Thanks for the reminder about the meeting. | will put some
thoughts together for this, and start getting my input in wherever | can. Thank you for caring-I appreciate that
very much.
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We are in Mayfair and this will increase the traffic here, and that is already a problem. | feel the city is catering
to a select few that want to use the rest of the city as one big roadway to get to their destination, which means
cutting through our neighbourhoods and tearing up our infrastructure. We are just as important as the rest
of the city for wanting to maintain our communities, make them desirable and safe to live in and managing
traffic. Heaven forbid we wanted to double/ triple or more the traffic in front of their schools, or run a road
that cut through their neighbourhood multiplying the traffic via link to a bridge. We have already proven we
have a dangerous roads with 33" for children and Idlywyld with the elderly.

When you look at why others want this, it’s kind of one sided for who this benefits and it’s pretty clear who
it hurts. They cut through our neighbourhood to their destination a little quicker, at the expense of the small
communities trying to keep their neighbourhoods safe and desirable so we can grow. We divert traffic around
other communities in the city to make them safe, why is there no plan for making ours safe? Why would
anyone think we would want this? The city is really out of touch sometimes.

Again thank you for caring. It gives me hope.

PS: As a working class community the meeting times are not convenient to attend as most of us are still at
work. | will try to attend the latest one. As most people will have to leave work to get there on time, we will
see how the turnout is this next time. Its not right that a select few that most likely do not represent our
community are deciding this! | hope we have a good turnout this time.

From: Carol

Sent: February 25, 2015 10:45 PM

To: Hill, Darren (City Councillor)

Subject: Re: IMPORTANT TO YOUR NEIGHBOURHOOD - 33 Street Bridge

Hi Darren,
Thanks for keeping me informed.

| went to one of Gity Council’s meetings about removing the lights at Avenue D (Safeway) and 33 Street on
a Tuesday evening. Near the end of the meeting they said City Council had already passed it the night before.

Not much point in having a meeting for opinions. We do not need a bridge at the end of 33" Street on Spadina.

| feel the City needs to have a more advanced thinking pattern for Circle Drive and the future bridges. Half a
million in a few years is pretty scary for our beautiful city. Let’s go out further with the circle.

Perhaps you will get more responses out of your emails that you are sending out. Keep up the good work.

From: Rose

Sent: February 25, 2015 10:33 PM

To: Hill, Darren (City Councillor)

Subject: Re: IMPORTANT TO YOUR NEIGHBOURHOOD - 331 Street Bridge

| am unable to attend the meeting. Please add my name to the list of those opposed to a new bridge at 337,
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From: Erica

Sent: February 25, 2015 10:15 PM

To: Hill, Darren (City Councillor)

Subject: Re: IMPORTANT TO YOUR NEIGHBOURHOOD - 33 Street Bridge

Hi Darren,

| think you may know that I'm living in *** this year, and so | haven’t been to any of these consultation
meetings. | won’t be able to make the ones below, but | just wanted to email you and say | am not in support
of a river crossing at 33". | completely agree with you about yet another bridge. Although | guess it’s slightly
better, in terms of location, than a new Victoria bridge! | also personally don’t want increased traffic through
my neighbourhood. And thinking ahead, | have heard great things for families will be happening at the Mendel
and Kinsmen Park soon :) and | don’t want increased traffic on Spadina either. Quite the opposite. Anyhow, if
you could please add my voice to those opposed to the 33" Street river crossing, even though I’'m not in town
right now, | would appreciate it. And | will definitely fill out the online survey too.

Thanks Darren! I've heard it’s pretty wintry there, which | truly miss. It’s all daffodils and crocuses and cherry
blossoms here, sigh.... | guess it’s okay too.... :)

From: Norman

Sent: May 23, 2015 9:03 PM

To: Web E-mail - Growing Forward
Subject: Growingforward

Have you considered designing the iron bridge to carry a future light rail rapid transit? Or put in a new bridge
located more suitably for L R T. plus traffic. A huge number of bus routes end down town. Instead we should
have 3 frequent rapid feeders to down town with area routes all connecting to the rapid feeders. Have you
studied Portland Oregon for improving the city’s downtown to develop a “Live near your work” attitude?

~-REPLY--

From: Anderson, Lesley (CY - Planning and Development)
Sent: May 25, 2015 11:07 AM

To: Norman

Subject: RE: Growingforward

Hello Mr. Herriot,

Thank you for your message and your suggestions. At this point, the Growing Forward project is proposing
the use of Bus Rapid Transit facilities, as a facility that would be suitable for our population and ridership
levels up to and beyond 500,000 people. LRT could be considered in the future, but is not a necessity as Bus
Rapid Transit can function in a very similar manner.

The proposal includes an East-West “Red” line and a North-South “Blue” line. These lines would function
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basically as you suggest, with many routes connecting to them along their length. At this time, all new bridges
will be considered for transit use, although the two main lines would most likely run across the University
Bridge and the Broadway Bridge.

Thank you for the suggestion about Portland, I'll be sure to take a look at that. Should you have any further
questions, please don’t hesitate to get in touch.

Best regards,

Lesley Anderson | tel 306.975.2650

Project Manager, Growing Forward! Shaping Saskatoon

City of Saskatoon | 222 3rd Avenue North | Saskatoon, SK S7K 045
lesley.anderson@saskatoon.ca

www.saskatoon.ca | www.growingfwd.ca

From: Allyson

Sent: April 2, 2015 3:46 PM

To: Web E-mail - Growing Forward
Subject: Growth Plan Comment

| just realized | missed the opportunity to comment on the growth plan by a couple of days. I'd still like to
express my concern about a 33 Street bridge.

-- This e-mail was sent from a contact form on www.growingfwd.ca

From: Mark

Sent: June 9, 2015 12:02 PM

To: Web E-mail - Growing Forward
Subject: Growth Plan Comment

Hi Growing Fwd team, | love your video, I've read all you materials, and it seems like your heads and hearts
are in the right place. But then | go and read the Rosewood concept plan, and it seems like nothing you are
attempting to accomplish is being taken into account. On page 45 of the Rosewood plan, there’s one bike
route. It goes through the commercial area. Given the crescent/court/limited access nature of the design, the
walkability estimates seem very ambitious. The other figures show transit is loopy and indirect, going against
the principles of good transit set out by Jarrett Walker (who | recommend to anyone interested in transit).
So, | guess after all this ranting, the question is, how much influence does Growing Forward have in the
development of new areas in the city? Why are we making the same mistakes? Obviously | can’t expect your
team to give me a big answer, you’re busy people, but please light a fire under whoever is designing this stuff
to open their mind and read some research.

All the best

-- This e-mail was sent from a contact form on www.growingfwd.ca
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From: Bonnie

Sent: March 19, 2015 10:22 AM
To: Web E-mail - Growing Forward
Subject: Growth Plan Comment

| downloaded your transit plans and would like to encourage you in pursuing the BRT system using either
a center or one side model of dedicated lanes (# 2or 3). | am concerned that the City is not planning a rapid
transit system that specifically links high schools, post secondary campuses and civic centres/field house/
sports centres. (Too much emphasis on commercial areas.)

1. Many parents spend a lot of time transporting students to these places often in conjunction with the
commute to work.

2. Good,safe transit to these centres mean a healthier population for senior and young citizens.

City should work with SGI to provide incentives to fuel efficient passenger vehicles and a penalty to greater

than one car per household (some exceptions eg. disability). Currently more registered vehicles than eligible
drivers [east side Saskatoon except NutanaSC].

-- This e-mail was sent from a contact form on www.growingfwd.ca

From: Kristen

Sent: March 20, 2015 6:10 PM

To: Web E-mail - Growing Forward
Subject: Growth Plan Comment

In regard to the possible 33 bridge crossing.... | seriously don’t think a 33" Street bridge would be very
beneficial to the city. Because it’'s much too close to University bridge and would not help cut back the traffic
on Circle bridge. In my opinion the best place for a 6th traffic bridge is Lenore Dr. It would seriously help cut
back traffic on Circle Bridge, seeing as most of the back up is caused by people trying to get on to Attridge Dr.
this was they can bypass Warman rd. which also has high traffic.

A Lenore Dr. bridge would be beneficial to people Working in the North end of the city, also to those working in
Warman or even the West side, especially if they’re trying to get to the Willow Grove, Erindale and Sutherland
areas.

If we are expecting the city’s population to double in size wouldn’t that mean the city it self would be expanding?
So instead of keeping all the bridges so congested within the Circle Dr. bridges, would it not make the most
logical sense to also expand the bridges out too. If the city is booming as much as people say, eventually
Circle will just be the center loop.

And on a side note..... We need more overpasses!.

Thank you for taking the time to read this.

Sincerely,
Kristen

-- This e-mail was sent from a contact form on www.growingfwd.ca

ity of |
V4 S.ochioon | CRONNGE s



From: James

Sent: May 16, 2015 8:14 PM

To: Web E-mail - Growing Forward
Subject: Growth Plan Comment

The condition of our roads is appalling.

The climate cannot be blamed as | have lived in Sweden and their roads do not suffer the same problems.
Perhaps this is a function of accepting the lowest tender for contracts?

Thereare potholes, huge dips, uneven streets (Ruth and Taylorto name buttwo). This isamajor embarrassment.
We cannot hope to get to 500,000 people if the current systems are poor, irrespective of increases in the
system. Go for more costly, but better first time installments and perhaps we will benefit in the long-run.

It is a joke, but driving from Calgary to Saskatoon on Hwy 7, you know when you enter Saskatchewan as the
quality of the road drops markedly.

-- This e-mail was sent from a contact form on www.growingfwd.ca

From: Denis

Sent: March 3, 2015 6:49 PM
To: Web E-mail - City Clerk
Subject: 331 Street Bridge Plan

The weather and my tendency to completely avoid downtown parking at all cost is keeping me from attending
tonight’s meeting. Regardless, | want my feelings to be known on the 33" street bridge proposal. | probably
ran the span between the 42" and Buckwold bridge at least 4000 times in my time in Saskatoon and not once
did | envision or anticipate the need for yet another bridge within the less than 5 km span and that’s including
replacement of the traffic bridge which | oppose.

The person(s) behind this proposal must have the “city of bridges’ ingrained in their mind. Absolutely
ridiculous... where does this traffic dissipate to on the west side? Won’t the 42" Street bridge going to
make this proposal completely redundant once the bypass bridge is built and bypass traffic is finally diverted
around the city?

~-REPLY--

From: Anderson, Lesley (CY - Planning and Development)
Sent: March 26, 2015 3:37 PM

To: Denis

Subject: RE: 331 Street Bridge Plan

As part of the Growth Plan to Half a Million project, right now we are trying to raise awareness that (1) traffic
is growing and (2) our existing core bridges won’t have enough capacity to support this growth in the long-

term. So we are trying to have community conversations about the long-term impacts of growth and how we
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may address these impacts. As part of these discussions, the 33" Street Bridge review is in its early stages.

A 33 Street Bridge is a long-term option that would offer the greatest city-wide benefit for all modes of
transportation and would help us to accommodate significant infill in the North Downtown and UofS lands.
However, there are other options we can explore to delay the need for an additional river crossing, such as:

= More aggressive and committed funding for transit and active transportation infrastructure and programs;
and,

= Stronger incentives for redevelopment along our major corridors to help densify these areas and lessen
our reliance on cars.

These community conversations will continue into the Fall when we come back with more detail on
implementation of the Transit Plan and Corridor Growth/Redevelopment Plan. The input we get will be collated
and provided to Council for consideration in early 2016 alongside our technical reviews.

For further information on what has led to the review of the 33 Street bridge option, | would invite you to
look at the Growing Forward! Shaping Saskatoon website at www.growingfwd.ca. Under the “Shaping Core
Bridges” discussion, is a workbook from the November 2014 round of engagement, that you might find
interesting http://www.growingfwd.ca/wp-content/uploads/2014/11/Core-Area-Bridges-Workbook.pdf.

Thank you for your input, and | will pass it along for inclusion in the bridge assessment.

Regards,

Lesley Anderson | tel 306.975.2650

Project Manager, Growing Forward! Shaping Saskatoon

City of Saskatoon | 222 3rd Avenue North | Saskatoon, SK S7K 0J5
lesley.anderson@saskatoon.ca

www.saskatoon.ca | www.growingfwd.ca

From: Curtis

Sent: March 20, 2015 8:52 AM

To: Web E-mail - Growing Forward
Subject: Growth Plan Comment

| wanted to reiterate my comments during your presentation at The Two Twenty Wednesday March 18™.

The strategic growth plan has a heavy focus on improving public transit, which | wholeheartedly agree with.
That said, by focusing on building independent, self-sufficient neighbourhoods you can reduce the need on
transportation in the first place.

For example, I live in ** and work/shop in Riversdale. Public Transit is not part of my daily needs because |
can accomplish 90% of my weekly tasks on foot or bicycle. We are a single car family only because of how
well served we are by the density of services available within close proximity to us.

The presentation started off with an estimate that a trip across town could take 40 minutes if we continue to
grow as per the status quo. | don’t know that the scenario presented is such a bad thing, when viewed from
the lens of city sustainability.
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If the city developed new neighbourhoods around the premise that there needs to be enough employment
located within the area for the residents that live in the area, we would immediately alleviate our dependance
on driving. Again, Riversdale contains industrial, commercial, retail and office functions integrated within
the fabric of residences. This is the model for a healthy, sustainable community that is resilient in the face of
change, which is completely lacking in new neighbourhood designs that we have seen happen in Saskatoon.

In regards to ANOTHER bridge...I think the city needs to seriously look at better use of existing infrastructure
before contemplating yet another bridge. Why not traffic lane controls on the university bridge? ie. 3 lanes
towards downtown in the mornings, 3 lanes leaving downtown in the late afternoons? This is the low hanging
fruit that our city does not seem to be able to reach for.

~-REPLY--

From: Anderson, Lesley (CY - Planning and Development)
Sent: March 25, 2015 1:38 PM

To: Denis

Subject: RE: Growth Plan Comment

Hi Curtis,

Thanks for passing along your comments below. You’ve raised some really interesting points about changing
the nature of the city. The newest neighbourhoods being developed now are being planned to include larger
amounts of employment lands in order to help address some of the need for people to travel longer distances
on a daily basis, and create multi-functional neighbourhoods. | will pass along your comments to the project
team for inclusion.

Regards,

Lesley Anderson | tel 306.975.2650

Project Manager, Growing Forward! Shaping Saskatoon

City of Saskatoon | 222 3rd Avenue North | Saskatoon, SK S7K 045
lesley.anderson@saskatoon.ca

www.saskatoon.ca | www.growingfwd.ca

From: Bonnie

Sent: March 9, 2015 8:31 AM

To: Web E-mail - Growing Forward
Subject: Growth Plan Comment

People who park on the east side and walk downtown to work are keeping cars out of downtown, reducing
pollution, and promoting exercise and healthy lifestyle.

The problem is finding a place to park. In winter 12" street is not kept clear so cars can park. Snow is plowed
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into the curb and cars can’t park. The other issue is two hour residential parking.

For the future, address these issues near the bridges so more people will walk downtown. Address the
eighbourhood parking issue so residents and walkers are all treated fairly. For bridge repairs summer 2015,
ddress these parking issues to keep cars out of downtown

Hope these ideas are helpful.

~-REPLY--

From: Thoman, Lee (CY - Planning and Development)
Sent: March 09, 2015 11:24 AM

To: Bonnie

Subject: RE: Growth Plan Comment

Good morning, Bonnie.

Thank-you for your comments. Your suggestion of a park-n-walk is very interesting! | will be sure to include
this for consideration.

Cheers!

Lee Thomas | tel 306.975.3110

Project Manager, Growing Forward! Shaping Saskatoon

City of Saskatoon | 222 3rd Avenue North | Saskatoon, SK S7K 0J5
lee.thomas@saskatoon.ca

www.saskatoon.ca | www.growingfwd.ca
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RAW COMMENTS: LONG-TERM DIRECTIONS
How could we enhance the Growth Plan?

Vs

Focus more on the development of public transit in the short term and see the effect it has on traffic.
New core bridges may be unnecessary if traffic can be reduced.

No support for 33" Street bridge. Support for bus lanes.

| would like dedicated bike lanes that are separated completely from cars and pedestrians (bridges)
crossings on any future bridges. More frequent buses to areas outside the core (downtown) areas.
A clear, easy to read bus schedule and may on an app or website or phone line dedicated to the bus
schedule. Safe and warm bus terminals or stops.

I’d love to see an increased emphasis on dedicated bike lanes throughout the city. Perhaps this would be
part of the Corridor Growth, but | think it would be great to see bike paths or shared walkways that ran
the lengths of 8" Street, 22" Idylwyld, etc. Since the goal is to reduce or stall traffic growth/congestion
it only makes sense to dramatically enhance the safety, accessibility and aesthetic elements of cycling
in the city. Especially important in this regard would be the downtown core itself.

Give more detail on what a 33" Street bridge actually entails... taking out the bike path that was just
finished? Widening the street? How much traffic would be added to 33" Street? There was a serious
lake of detailed information regarding this proposal.

Must incorporate plans for future LRT. Changing behavior - how do we encourage people to try it?
People do what they know. Is there and incentive plan to encourage people of car habit to change how
they get around? Lower fares?

| am using question marks because | don’t have a comfortable clear picture of these issues yet.
Redevelopment and infill - | am not entirely clear on the impact of these particular elements on the
overall quality of life in the city.

Could you expand a pedestrian and cycling plan? As the city grows, neighbourhoods will become even
more important and central to the living experience-quality of life.

Has any thought been given to having the Victorian Bridge one way but switching direction? Morning
--> 10 city centre. Afternoon --> out of city centre.

Better land use. Less urban sprawl.

When it comes to transit (getting more people to ride) | found that the bus | took 2 years ago not to be
stroller friendly.

Need to work with Zoning Department to help identify and communicate redevelopment options with
the public and land owners/developers.

Continue with public engagement planning sessions.

Clearer ideas on strategic growth. What densities? Is Saskatoon maintaining a grid? What housing
types? Mixed-use? Affordable housing?

Rapid mono rail raised would may be save the changing of the roads.

Look at including the North Industrial area + SK Tel Centre and Aspent Acres. The traffic in the north end
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is extremely high, partly because there is low-level transit services.

Transit has to be improved asap, and a culture change is required to make that happen. Corridor dev’t
will contribute to the culture change. Bridge dev’t simply reinforce the car culture. Give Greater priority
to the 8th Street corridor, which has no trains and is ripe for this dev’t

Don’t know what you mean. Make the growth plan more practical or to explain it better?
Additional Focus on different modes of transportation.

How do we pay for the growth plan?

Do it sooner, rather than later. Will save costs overall.

Have rapid transit to the north Lawson Mall Terminal.

Could possibly insert a light railway system.

More Transit to north end and extended buses.

Build the north bridge.

Incorporate plan to reflect BRT- dedicated bus lanes for new and developing areas.
Rebuild/Design University and Broadway to accommodate dedicated BRT and pedestrian/cycle.
More big side walks.

The west side is not just 22", need to look at 33" too.

Give us the big picture, how will it affect tax, economy etc.; make sure you are finish building everything
before opening the roads etc.

A bus over new/south bridge would be recommended; direct routes between suburbs would allow travel
time to decrease.

| believe we could improve the growth plan by making where different stores and shops are planted by
having different districts. As well as focusing on bike lanes and designated transit.

| think its important for the city to analyze how oil prices and an eventual phasing out of oil and gas
in favour of wind and solar and biomass will impact the city. Will we see growth at the scale the
city is anticipating if/when renewable are favoured over oil. Part of thinking about this would involve
encouraging wind and solar development in Saskatoon. A sustainable growth plan designed around
growth in an unsustainable industry is not sustainable. We will run out of oil if we don’t phase it out.
Also think infill and increased density is vital to reducing traffic.

Relocate railways outside the city core. No more suburbs with just houses - need services and jobs.

Understand future administration may have different priorities and need more flexibility. Hire a new
transit planner.

Possible “time sensitive” one way directional traffic lanes/corridors e.g. Victoria Bridge. Limiting
automobile movement (one-way) at peak times during the day. Outside these time windows, limit traffic
to pedestrian/cycling commuters only.
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Downtown development in terms of residential development. Beautification of downtown. More
dedicated bus lanes/stations in suburbs i.e. Stonebridge, Willowgrove, Arbor Creek.

Encourage density via Transit.

More in depth analysis of demographic growth patterns e.g. 33 Street, North Park/City Park - What
community consultation has taken place in mature neighbourhoods?

Support more local businesses in the city
More long buses and more buses to the North.

When people buy into my neighbouhood, they view it the way it is. You can’t just build “Walmart”
overpasses (Clarence over Circle Drive S) and load Clarence, a street designed in 1950, to levels it was
not designed for. City projections are usually incorrect - we were told Clarence traffic would ass about
2000 cars/day, instead it added over 12,000 cars/day.

Good work reducing suburban share of overall population growth from 65% to 50%, but that goal
should be closer to 30%. This would be more effective at correcting the current plan of >90% of growth
occurring in suburbs.

The Growth Plan is entirely infrastructure focused. What plans are in place for the growing pains that
are going to come in the social services sector?

I’'m not overly sure about the 33" Street Bridge due to reduce demand. The only way people will stop
driving everywhere is if it becomes less convenient. Another bridge will only cause more people to drive
(rather than walk, bike, or take transit). | question how this fits into the overall plan of moving people
in more sustainable ways.

You could increase my support of the rapid transit through 22" street if it was done in conjunction
with guaranteed low income housing in that area. If done together this will be a great opportunity for
Saskatoon’s most vulnerable.

We need to focus, as a city not just on the transit system. We talk about the growth in the City by about
double the current population. We need to think about where these people will live. | think that the city
needs to build more living areas in the downtown - condos and such.

Allow people more ways to walk, bicycle, and bus. Would rather see a foot/bike/BRT bridge instead of
a car bridge.

Ensure that all development is viewed through a heritage lens. Does any proposed development have an
impact on our heritage resources.

| think of using the existing train system going through Saskatoon as an urban train system to move
people - bridges and infrastructure are already there!

BRT looks similar to existing DART. It lacks collection parking lots in suburban areas and then direct
travel to downtown. If BRT stops 10 times along the way it will not be rapid transit! Designated lanes are
welcomed but if BRT still takes 30-45 minutes to get downtown - who will take it? People will continue
to drive cars.

Identify the areas of the City that will house the highest percentage of our future citizens. Consider the
demographics of Saskatoon’s future citizens and focus funds and time-lines on their neighbourhoods.
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Removal of rail lines - bypass city core and reroute to city outskirts.

Rapid transit is essential but it is needed first to have good local service to each secondary hub - within
neighbourhood - within industrial areas. Link secondary hubs to main hub.

Include why some options are off the table e.g. transit other than buses.

| am not convinced another core area bridge is needed. | am not in support of building city infrastructure
for alternative and active transportation. If a bridge is a consideration, how does it consider transit,
cycling and pedestrians and existing infrastructure like the Meewasin Trail.

Bike lanes. 11t Street -> sidewalks on both sides. Car doors smack bikers. Frequency of buses. Buses
and big trucks have specific lanes inside because of bikers.

Old railway track --> bike paths. Better buses on Montgomery. 11t Street is bad for biking - need
sidewalks on both sides.

Park and ride would be much more feasible if surface parking (free) were more restricted. | would
only use park and rides if | knew it would be impossible to find parking at my destination or it if was
significantly cheaper to park and ride (rather than drive and park).

The plan of a potential bridge in 20 years (maybe) seems pretty irrelevent. We need to be more proactive.
Add extra lanes to Attridge Drive. Overpass at McCormand Drive to Highway 5.

The Growth Plan continues to focus on suburban growth. | think more emphasis should be placed on
downtown growth. Build condos in towers with extensive parking provided for everyone. Residents of
downtown and patrons of the central shopping district.

More consideration for people who cycle and walk.
To look at all the Green options as possible.
Look at as many Green options.

Clarify, esp. Corridor Growth (sounds more like infill focus, yet reading the descriptor streetscaping is
a huge component).

Keep asking questions of people.

Greater focus on HUMAN BEINGS, whether they be moving around on foot, bicycle, or using public
transit. Removal of the “please-the-vehicles” mindset.

Wider roads (residential and main)
Listen to all Saskatoon residents & not just the business community
Build freeway type bridges on the edge of the city

| think a look need to be taken at the feasibility of the yet to be constructed new Victoria Street bridge for
dedicated transit lanes. This would be less congestion prone than Broadway and has no school zones.
Those BRT services along 8™ Street would be better served without passing by the bottleneck Broadway
and the Broadway bridge will entail.

Improve overall flow of all traffic
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More emphasis on active transportation - cycling and walking

While | generally support the promotion of a more active transportation network, | feel like this plan
is trying to fit in with a residential development model that inherently doesn’t accommodate active
transportation very well. If the city if as committed to making active transportation as successful as
possible then it should adopt a development model based on active transportation with public transit
being the mostimportant. Car based development will always render public transportation as secondary.

Adopt only best practices for transportation design and include at least 4 modes - ped, cycle, transit,
vehicle.

Building a skytrain system to all major stops with buses at those terminals less buses more effective.

Include robust and overt Winter City features i.e. ensure year-round use of the public realm (streets and
civic spaces); facilitate alternate modes of transportation (walking, cycling); maximize sun exposure
and minimize wind; and facilitate maximum snow removal.

Start with implementing plans..enough talk..time for action.

A focus on roadways and bridges as cures to traffic congestion is akin to treating the symptom. not
the disease. Studies, including Turner and Durantons, have shown that adding roads correlates to an
increase in drivers, requiring the addition of more roads. | can understand a focus on roads as it is
what the average citizen is concerned with, but that is because we have a faulty paradigm in this city.
Placating citizens by building more roads to placate citizens is like giving your children candy to stop
them from whining. It is a short term solution to a chronic problem. As cities like Paris, Brussels and
Copenhagen have done, we must show some tough love in the immediate future to see return on
investments in the decades to follow. Few in this city will take the bus until it is the best possible solution
to commuting and as long as the City keeps patching the damn with additional lanes and bridges we
will continue along the vector that has led us to this point. The failure to embrace the opportunities of a
pedestrian bridge on Victoria breaks my heart. This was an opportunity to put Saskatoon on the same
stage as progressive European cities. It is hard to support and believe in a City when they barely listen
to a group of students and concerned community members whose tenacity and optimism for the future
eclipses that of our officials.

Provide better non motorized alternative transportation modes.

Strong focus on transit.

Stronger regulation on suburban growth and more attention to building density in core.
More infill, more transit, biking and walking accommodation.

Get something done. Anything just do something.

Build the city for people, not vehicles. Gathering spaces, bike-ways, green parks etc.
Zoning for more high rise buildings.

Focus on bringing more density into core communities.

Communication.

| think the city needs to carefully examine the suitability of the existing infrastructure for all of these plans.
In the old neighbourhoods, water and sewer systems are very very old. They need to be replaced ASAP.
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The increasing problems associated with water main breaks and the resulting mess made by digging
and re digging streets is unacceptable. In the end the patch work of repairs is far more expensive than
replacing aging infrastructure.

Fix the Victoria bridge and build a new North Bridge near Akzo Nobel. Forget about a 33" street bridge!!!
Make room on roads for biking and walking.
Take care to make active transportation (biking and walking) as attractive as possible.

The 331 street bridge is unexpected, and brilliant. If BRT is going to be successful, it needs go be
frequent, reliable, and go in straight lines. Nothing works against that more than arterials that wind back
and forth, and cul-de-sacs and crescents that make it impossible to walk to the nearest frequent-service
bus stop in 800m, which seems to be the limit that someone will walk to get to a BRT station (see the
Human Transit blog post on the matter). The BRT line ending in University Heights is a perfect example
of how this concept has been ignored, and transit goes terribly wrong. How are you supposed to extend
BRT beyond the University Heights station when growth happens there? Also, it needs to be kept in
mind that if BRT is done properly, it will encourage growth around those stations (especially if they’re
heated and comfortable). Those stations should be placed, and future stations should be considered to
be put in places where very intense development can happen (see an article online about the effect of
transitway stations in Ottawa).

Less artistry, more practicality and reality. Desirable street character? Pull your heads out of your asses!
There is a need to encourage people walking and people biking.

More engagement with public. Transit is key.

Consider more recycle projects. The parking in the core is not user friendly.

Focus on changing the city’s culture on taking the bus, car pooling - like have the citizens consider this
as they way of life instead of this idea of individual & car, etc.

There are many high school students whose bus transit time takes an hour or more from home to
school and vice versa. It may be useful to look into ways to reduce this time.

Density, trends, data? Industrial work - where will this be in 10, 20, 30 years? Focus is on residential
growth? Incentives for transit use (card). West, NE, East. Where is plan for North? Bypass hwy?

When enhancing bus services, consider strongly the service for high school students. For example, a
youth on the east side still needs to spend an hour on the bus to get to high school on the same side
of town.

Show where the majority of the growth is going to be. Where are all the people going to be placed.
Continue with community engagement

Include other alternative transportation options. Bus plan is good. Include technological advances and
opportunities.

Sitting at tables and discussing with larger groups. Less talking at podium.

Better and safer bike lanes down major roads like Broadway and College Drive. Having a greener
downtown area to reduce CO2 emissions. More routes for the Bus Rapid Transit.
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Transit is very slow. It takes me almost an hour and half just to get to school, but I think having a bus
come every two minutes wouldn’t be good for the environment.

More action to increase and encourage active transportation.

Especially about BRT, think about students. We need routes not only going downtown or to the university
but to schools or different areas of the city.

You could consider having more bus routes in the suburban neighbourhoods. | live out in one and | really
only have one option that is convenient to me. There are some routes that come into my neighbourhood
but they don’t come out to a point that | feel they could.

There should be more transit on Taylor Street because there isn’t a bus that goes all the way down to
the exhibition grounds.

Attain sustainable provincial funding in terms of transit. Focus on focusing on transit and sustainable
travel. Look into ways we can lower the price of public transit. Instead of adding more transit systems,
improve the current ones.

Involve cyclists - BRT taking away lanes, any lanes for cyclists? Or bike-only lanes (smaller)?
Making plans for eventual LRT.

| think we need to keep our history in this great city. We need to add new things but we also need to
work on old things that have been in this city for well forever. We can’t just forget about those things
and leave them to rot and fall. We need to remember to not get to far ahead of ourselves.

Make the transit plans more reliable. Growth in core neighbourhoods.

Redevelopment and infill along our major corridors - especially |dylwyld. Widening Idylwyld would be
nice. Not sure if it’s in the plans but it could help alleviate traffic congestion and remove some of the
unfavourable housing.
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RAW COMMENTS: LONG-TERM DIRECTIONS
Are there other comments you would like to make?

B | agree with the improvements for transit but | also would like the city to be more bicycle friendly since
many people would rather bike than ride buses. Also | am concerned whether the new changes will be
pedestrian friendly. More local grocery stores that are within walking distance to downtown would be
helpful. People are complaining about high traffic congestion so more bridges should be a high priority.
| highly agree with the infill along our major corridors, like 22™.

m ’m really happy to see the city thinking ahead and especially with a sustainable, reduced traffic (carbon-
burning) perspective. Good to see “upstream” thinking. | just asked a question about cycling lanes and
was told it would be address in the Active Transportation Group - perhaps those areas of study could be
folded together? (Core bridges-transit-corridors-active transportation. It is being answered, but | would
hope the departments are cooperating as early as possible. Contrary to the speakers thought that it is
important to do something, lest we plan too long and do nothing, | would suggest it is in fact much more
important to do something right the first time. If it takes a year or two longer to synthesize the different
aspects of the Growth Plan, then wait.

B The planning process is absolutely essential so that we are not knee jerk responding to situations in the
future. Creative planning is of the utmost importance, using the best and most innovative practices from
desirable cities. Urban pedestrian areas, buses, etc.

m Connect green spaces to riverbank areas (now a long and narrow strip - could be enhanced).

m We must discover why the pavement on the roads are failing. Why build new ones if we can’t figure out
the failure rate on the ones that exist.

m Make use of Rapid Transit System in the Circle Drive pattern. The idea of a “pie shaped” idea to move
traffic more efficiently and use drop off centres at the malls.

B Don't raise taxes to implement these plans.

m | personally don’t like the 33" Street bridge crossing and hope it isn’t needed. It seems like a lot of
money for minimal solution. | foresee the Idylwyld 33" intersection getting worse. You can’t turn left
from Warman Road to 33 so more traffic will end up going through the neighbourhood. The city just
spent time removing lanes on 33" from Warmen to Spandina and not they want to talk increasing traffic.
Not to mention there’s only one lane to cross Warmen Road if travelling from ldylwyld to Spadina.
Many Saskatonians enjoy relaxing at the weir and my concern is that a bridge world ruin this space/
experience. As a resident of North Park | can’t see this changing my travel routes.

m With having a winter environment, | feel all bus stops (outside a certain spacing i.e. every 2 blocks or
such) should have shelters. Not all need to be heater, but | feel it is important to provide protection from
the elements.

m Offering the session at the U of S is a great idea!

B A successful and efficient BRT system is absolutely a must have if Saskatoon wished to continue being
an attractive city for investment and growth. The plan should be implemented as quickly as possible.

m Concern on the connection between cw/cp rail and the rapid transit corridors.

W Grade separation for all traffic on these lines should occur immediately as a priority one.
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Bus service to City’s North west areas must be addressed/improved.

Not too sure of the weight of this plan in making the necessary change. On one hand, It can’t be so
inflexible as to be a weight on future generations if circumstances change. On the other, it needs to push
things forward and not simply be ignored when there is political push back from various group.

The roads linking the abandoned Victoria Street Bridge are low and med priority. This is a political issue
but we have to carry the cost of construction and 100 year maintenance on a structure for sentimental
purposes. City should abandon procurement of that bridge. It would cost less in the long run.

How do we keep maintenance on-going over the years?

For a fraction of the cost of any major infrastructure project, an entire bike lane network could be
developed. Please move forward in the next 5 years. Galgary went from being one of the worst bike
cities to one of the best in under 7 years.

Enhancing core growth/density requires building up - 20 stories and as well as providing necessary
amenities to encourage living/working/playing in downtown.

BRT to exhibition/special event locations.
<2 years implement 5 park & Ride.

BRT to new areas < 5 years.

Dedicated Bus lanes < 2 years.

Missing service along 33",

Saskatoon could use a bigger transit system if we grow more than 1/2 a million; free wifi on buses;
make a reserved bike lane for bikes.

It is important that business taxes be raised at least somewhat to pay for this, not just property tax
increases. It’s only fair that business should also pay their fair share. Other forms of taxes like gas
tax would also be important so that the cost is being shared and that single occupancy vehicles are
discouraged.

Escalate the need for 33" Street river crossing.
Need to bring more people to the core to maintain downtown’s vibrancy.

If you mention a bridge, | think you need to alleviate stress by giving us more details. If you open that
can of worms | want to know what is the potential impact for my house. | live right at Spadina and 33
Street. Any thought towards having transit go in a spiral route around the City?

Stop subsidizing car use.

What input did elected officials have in these design plans?
Redirect traffic flow to newly built freeways through the city.
The presentation was well organized and | enjoyed it!

| would like to see consideration for the urban centers of Martensville and Warmen as bedroom
communities, feeding Saskatoon employment base. Transit/BRT/Transportation Corridors, this should
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expand outside Saskatoon’s boards and be incorporated into the overall growth plan.
Attracting business here is fundamental to implement any of these plans.

Where’s the cost benefit analysis of options and alignment with population needs?
Add E. Train.

There is no separate choice for BRT on University (no support) and 33" Street Bridge (Strong Support).
You have lumped it together so one can’t choose properly.

LRT System

For all proposals, have clear goals for improved transportation based on best practices for urban
planning and growth, that will apply 20 years in the future.

| have concerns about the infill and redevelopment process. It seems likely to me that this will result
in the gentrification of these neighbourhoods, meaning the development would harm those who most
need/deserve help and community-delivered assistance. What plans have been made so that these
people are not displaced?

The dedicated bus lanes and stations graphic on the bottom of page 8 is great! Having rapid transit
spanning the entire city would go a long way in planning for the future. This graphic looks almost like
that of a large city and is crucial for starting and maintaining sustainable movement for people.

| am opposed to the extension of 33" Street bridge. | recently purchased a home and paid a premium
price to live in a quiet character neighbourhood. Having 4 lanes of traffic this close would de-value our
homes and bring more traffic and noise than we have already. Please find an alternative way to grow.

Can dedicated bus lanes be added in Nutana?
33 Street crossing should be finished in 10 years.

Please consider using funding for the Traffic bridge for the bridge at 33 - Having a ped bridge at
Victoria could open many doors - healthy lifestyles, tourism, marathons, etc.

Must be mindful of retail corridors downtown. Owners and more important potential developers will not
appreciate bus noise and patrons detracting from storefront appeal.

Transit talks increased frequency but trip times are more important. Park and ride lots will get people
onto buses if it doesn’t take 30 minutes more to get downtown. In order to get higher usage of transit,
reduce time to get downtown. More stops result in longer trip times and people don’t want to take 45
from home to get to downtown.

The 33" Street river crossing is an excellent idea. However if implemented it should include on and off
access ramps directly from the university.

I’m very encouraged by the idea of Park and Ride for Martensville and Warman. | wonder why it has not
been proposed for other areas (even in the city).

Is there planning to expand another or new hospital to compete with the load on RUH? A hospital with
more staff, doctors and nurses alike, which would be able share half the load or emergencies and child
births with RUH? The University hospital is already over worked with the population we are sitting at
presently at. As well most hospital staff don’t have parking anywhere close to the university due to the
cost and lack of spaces. So a rapid bus system direct to the university is a great idea. But we mustn’t
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forget about our health care facilities.

Make bicycle commutes safe and attractive to all ages. | bike year around and pay taxes and do not get
support to my life style choice but motorists friends get subsidies for their choices to drive to amenities.

| would to see public transportation included as the first priority rather than the third. | would also like
to see active transportation included as a priority. Saskatoon is incredibly well positions, with a network
of paths and minor corridors already in existence, especially along the river, to be a paradise for cyclist
commuters. This should be a priority!

Learn from other contemporary/cohort communities, apply the principles learned there and avoid the
problems due to the planning decisions of the 50s - 90’s.

Proposal show some understanding of the need for public transit but it still seems to be as a poor
relation to the automobile and one driver.

Urban Systems offers education and promotion of sustainable choices. Urban Systems offers hope to
Saskatoon’s citizens. Hopefully, Council will support the Growth Plan. THANK YOU.

Not only is pollution and issue but the amount of water we waste is on the up. With the population of the
world growing exponentially we are at a risk of using between 70%- 90% of our water run off by 2025.
We need to make Saskatoon a city that is sustainable and can live within our natural resources that we
are depleting so rapidly. How will we function with no fossil fuels, no coal and no water??? We need to
invest in solar power and wind power. Look for ways to save on water as the majority we waste as its
used for showering and flushing toilets.

Under no circumstances should there be surface intersections on high speed corridors like Circle Drive,
College Drive East of McKercher, Idylwyld North of 51st, 22" West of Diefenbaker, anywhere on hwy
11 or 16 particularly Marquis drive, and the proposed crossing on Gollege Drive east of McOrmond, to
name a few. Anything less than an interchange for these would be creating significant safety hazards.
Saskatoon is backward in this area and could take some lessons from Calgary. No development along
these routes unless the interchange is there first just like what happened for the Stonebridge Walmart.

| actually would like a wage freeze for Councillors. It sucks when they get raises and those of us in the
work force who are doing the best we can don’t get any due to the economy. My company doesn’t even
do COL raises.

We have enough motorway bridges already. We need bridges which allow for bikes and pedestrians only.
We have none now. The train bridge is not a cycling bridge because of the difficult access, especially
with bike trailers, etc.

| would like to see more emphasis not just on zoning to allow mixed use, but encouraging mixed use.
Commercial/retail at ground level like Broadway Avenue, with office & residential above. Not just 22
& 8™ Street. This would also be suited to Central Avenue. Encouraging development that is attractive to
pedestrians, designed for public transit and easy and safe for riding bikes. Gars will still come regardless.
You cannot “’balance”” the needs of all users by continuing to favour automobiles. Cars have had
virtually complete priority for decades. One cannot balance a scale that is already leaning completely
one way by adding equal amounts to each side of the scale. It will forever be unbalanced.

The city is still bending over backward for developers who create overpriced housing developments
with little green space, REALLY poor storm water management (then homeowners are slammed by
flooding), and taxpayers are on the hook for all the infrastructure. No wonder the city’s tax rates on
property are ridiculously high.
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Plan BEFORE monies are spent that will later be viewed as money poorly spent due to poor planning.

Plan ahead... Lenore drive bridge may be another river crossing that needs to be looked at in the
future. Plan for this on the east side of river before north Silversprings is all developed! Also the North
commuter parkway will be a perfect name for the bridge on Marquis drive if they plan on having the
same number of stop light as Circle Drive North.

Currently bus transit needs express bus routing from park and ride locations such as: Market Mall,
Lawson Mall, Wall Mart @ Stone Bridge and Confederation.

| would like to see mini of leash areas in neighborhood parks that are within a “normal park” that
children can play ball with their dogs or where small breed dogs can run of leash in a low height fenced
safe area in a normal park. The current off leash areas are not friendly for people who work shift work
(no lites) no walk path that is maintained for wheelchair people or those with mobility issues.

The options are limited if we don’t have another bridge.

Please change the workers at your main office as they are very rude. Also if they have too much work
between callings and helping clients then assign more workers in this office. Big line ups to buy bus
passes plus clients need to wait until they stop talking on the phone it does not give a good message
to either client. Bye.

Homeowners are already paying to much in taxes and how are we going to pay for all of this without
taxing people to the point of bankruptcy??

Please consider the environment, pedestrians and other alternatives of transportation.

Attridge Drive would need to be updated with more lanes to accommodate the introduced traffic from
a 33 Street bridge. But I like the idea of the bridge. A roundabout at the intersection of Preston and
Attridge would probably help keep traffic moving better at that intersection than a light.

| don’t understand how the pedestrian and coffee shop culture proposed along 22" and 8™ Street will
evolve. How is downtown revitalization integrated into this plan? Downtown feels sketchy, dangerous
and dirty these days. | wouldn’t let my children go there on their own, yet we regularly visit developing
countries and let our pre-teen travel with others his age. Why do we have this discrepancy in autonomy?
Downtown Saskatoon is undesirable!

With all of the new areas in the North End Hampton Village only has 2 real main exits, there is already a
line up passed Leons at 5:00 to get in and out of Hampton and it’s only going to get worse. Airport drive
and the intersection at Claypool is insufficient.

Don’t think it will do any good you guys are making city grow to fast and pretty soon were going to pay
for it hard in my opinion i think out mayer doesn’t care cause he will be done soon and hes not living
poor or average.

| do not want a bridge at 33" Street street, it makes no sense to increase the traffic along a corridor with
two elementary schools nearby and neighbourhoods with growing families. Focus on the North bridge
and get the Yellow head traffic out and around the city, as they are only passing through and then local
traffic can use circle for the North end. The transit needs to be improved to encourage ridership and
less personal vehicle traffic. | want to see the city take as much care about core neighbourhoods and
safety for our children and elderly as other area of the city are given. We would never consider putting
a bridge through other ares, and so close to elementary schools, we need to respect its not ok through
our neighbourhoods for the same reasons. Getting someone a few minutes quicker to wherever they are
going by cutting through our neighbourhood is not fair to our neighbourhoods. There are better ways
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to go about managing traffic, by alternative transport options and a North bridge, that routes around
the city and opening up circle for local traffic. Safety is number one, and one child lost is one too many.
Help us to make our neighbourhoods safer not more dangerous for our children and elderly.

| would like to see the buses run more frequently like every 10 to 15 minutes. | think that buses should
receive more subsidy so it is so economical for people to take the bus that driving doesn’t make any
sense!!

As long as these new developments include an improvement to road conditions in these corridors, as
well as a synchronization of lights to improve traffic flow on and around these corridors, this will be
a good plan. Even outside of these major corridors, improving traffic flow by evaluating light patterns
would be important. A city of 500,000 cannot operate when simply driving through major areas is
impeded by nonsensical traffic patterns.

The city is growing and needs to move forward. Planning now will save headaches later. Having a plan
ready to implement is the only way to run a business such as the city is.

The Victoria Bridge is not in the illustrations, or mentioned in these plans... This is disturbing. Why is this
river-crossing being ignored? The City has promised this bridge, are they backing out of that promise
and not telling us??? Boo. And what about establishing bike lanes and the Meewasin trails? Buses are
important, but so are these alternative modes of transportation in a growing City with environmentally
conscious citizens. Boo. Even Calgary has excellent bike & walkability for it’s people.

More money for pot holes !!!!

The design of these communications needs to improve. As a professional graphic designer and
communicator | can’t believe anyone would expect the citizens of Saskatoon to take these communications
seriously. By improved design I'm really referring to improved clarity, effectiveness, communication,
readability, aesthetics, and so on. | would assume the City of Saskatoon would prefer to come across as
a professional authority rather than amateur.

Corridor development, and the associated zoning changes, are a perfect opportunity to combat
gentrification by requiring affordable housing to be provided in new developments along major corridors.

Most of my comments support my ‘strong support’ so | didn’t like that the text boxes only asked for
‘low’ or ‘no’ support explanations. | think you should hear from those of us who are tremendously
excited about this plan! | think the City has done its homework and this project seems to be excellently

Genuine cycling corridors must be included in the growth report. The half-measure solutions currently
implemented in the city are entirely inadequate. For instance, running a dedicated cycling lane through
the bus mall is ridiculous.

Again we need money spent on our roads, snow removal faster and more efficient and also pot holes
need to be fixed or we need a better solution on why we get the potholes in the first place we need a new
system to decrease how bad the roads are.

Bike lanes or better routes East and west are required. If Saskatoon can build enough alternate practical
means of transportation it can save money on roadwork as people park their cars more often.

From what has happened with planing and management in the City of Saskatoon, we need from top
down, better people to run this city.

Traffic bridge should be limited car access and ensure pedestrian/bike access.
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See above - wondering what the plan is for semi’s and northbound traffic coming from Airport/West to
get out to Costco and/or the lake.

When you spend public funds make sure it is a long term investment instead of a whim, like you are
doing now.

Our city is growing rapidly. We need to keep up. Even if we build a few toll bridges to help pay!
Immediately scrap the rebuild of Victoria Street bridge.

We should have the old traffic bridge replaced with another one. Long-term, this would mean a lot fewer
traffic headaches for future necessary bridge repairs (even including having the proposed 33 Street
bridge.

Close down the stupid exit lane you haphazardly threw up from Circle Drive south to 22" Street East.
The one that passes by the Tim Horton’s (Fairmont Drive). That should be closed totally and make the
drivers go up to Diefenbaker to turn right onto 22",

i love the idea of making public transit a priority along with reworking major corridors to support
pedestrian and bicycle traffic! Let’s make a beautiful accessible city!

| am excited that the city is looking to plan ahead but when you are struggling with the upkeep of the
current infrastructure it is hard to agree with future plans.

In all of the discussion in the media, etc, | have not heard any comments about improving our current
traffic signals. We do not have enough advanced left-turn signals; those we have, activate erratically.
For example: 20™ Street - Spadina to it’s end at Circle West - to my knowledge there is ONE location with
a left turn arrow (idylwyld); Preston south-bound at Taylor - no arrow - no designated turning bay - this
is a nightmare, and it is typical of intersections throughout the city.

Suburban homes require more roads, utilities (with ongoing maintenance). Their property tax
should reflect the burden they are placing on our community when they choose to live in sprawling
neighborhoods.

Making commuting by bicycle easier more people with ride, regardless of weather. Streets that aren’t
swept so the cycling lane is loose gravel on pavement is not acceptable.

Thinking and concept development of transit development needs to be grounded in revised conceptual
thinking...a different paradigm! What | see in you plan drafting is a model that attempts to “enhance”
current transit rather than “change” it.

Instead of worrying about growth we first need to worry about what we have. We have so many traffic
flow problems as it is right now, a crappy transit system, roads that are always falling apart, little
to know snow removal in residential areas where we do the most driving. The problems will not fix
themselves, and will only get worse as we expand. Please shift your focus to making what we already
have as efficient as possible, then worry about growing. This city is becoming a joke! | would be willing
to pay more taxes just so that you can figure this out.

City needs to figure out how to move traffic from one side of the city to the other. Try driving in rush
hour!! Its not easy in Saskatoon. First start with Victoria St Bridge then move onwards. Finish what was
started.

The mayor and the councilman need to stop playing around and look after the transit employees there
the people that make the transit system work.
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| strongly voice my opinion that there is NO need for either a 24" Street nor a 33 Street bridge.

Borrow by issuing 30 year notes at record low interest rates... Worry less about the AAA credit rating
and be aggressive... Parking downtown would be addressed with a proper transit system... Buses don’t
cut it..

Some bus drivers struggle to stay in their own lane so if bus lanes are added please make them some
what wider then normal to protect the safety of other drivers.

Is no. Discussing fixing transit or be you need to settle your labor problem show can you hire mechanics
when you’re paying low wages how can you get decent drivers when garbage truck drivers get paid
more

Do not make good inner city neighbourhoods pay for lack of traffic movement. Think about moving
people around where they need to go ( North end) with efficiency and ease (and warmth in winter).
Allow people to get out of Evergreen and Willowgrove by getting the Northern bridge done.

[ would like to see continuing progress in better accessibility to bike lanes around our city.

Lenore to Central could use a river crossing. The North Commuter Bridge is too far north to be a viable
option to a lot of the residents of Silverspring, Southerland, Forest Grove, Silverwood, etc.

Please don’t wait until the Active Transportation Plan is done before considering bike lanes on any
roads/bridges you’ll be changing/constructing. Separating this form of transportation goes against your
value of encouraging active transportation. And, it will cost more to fix the oversight later!

Please learn from other cities that have done this already. We do not need to make their mistakes.
Please think about the future, increasing energy costs, climate change, and reduction in emissions by
encouraging public and bicycle transport.

BIKE LANES. Victoria bridge should be pedestrian and bike. That would be GREAT!

Fix the roads we have before you blow millions on a bridge that will ruin the calmness along the river
in the north.

You need to make your city accessible to the walking public. No one can take transit if they are mobility
assisted with the state of the roads/sidewalks.

The plan had not addressed the fact that we still have trains moving through our city inconveniencing
drivers, buses, pedestrians, ambulances, etc. | understand that this could cost a lot of money to fix,
building a bridge over or digging a trench under. But Saskatoon has avoided the problem on the west
side long enough. A city with a half a million people and we still have trains stopping traffic for 10
minutes. How would any of your plans work when go old CP Rail drives through and destroys travel
times around the city. Oh wait, only the west side of the city.

City should consider light rail or tram system; much more appealing than buses.

| feel as though residents who are actually affected haven’t been made aware of this. | don’t listen to the
radio and as a result I’'m just finding out. This is such an inappropriate place for a high traffic bridge.

Moved to Saskatoon because it was a nice-sized city. Not sure if | will stay in a 500,000 sized city. It
already seems to have too many traffic problems and I’'m not confident any solutions will make half a
million easier in terms of traffic than 250,000.
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| strongly expect that this plan for all its fine ideals will be watered down until we end up with a mess.
Let’s hear the mayor and councillors publicly declare that there are way too many cars on the streets
of Saskatoon already and that we should stop subsidizing private car use by building more roads and
bridges. Ain’t going to happen in a city that is addicted to cars and has a very strong pro-car lobby in
the form of the entire car industry.

Consult with people from cities that had a similar path to Saskatoon (Mexico city, as unlikely as it
sounds, was much like Saskatoon 70 years ago and poor planning has made it hellish to get around).

Is the CPR track moving or staying? If the CPR goes else where...then use the existing bridge and
embankment for a light rail transit link. Decrease dependency on automobiles not cater to it!

Having frequent, consistent bus service is much more important than mobile apps and a “Where’s my
bus?” page. If | think I’'m about to miss my bus I’'m not going to stop to look at a web page, particularly
if missing it means a 30 or 60-minute wait, and the occasional 90-minute wait in bad weather. Canceled
and reduced service, buses that are an hour late, buses that stop running at 7 or 9 in the evening, are
not acceptable. Get reliable and frequent service started now or the rest of this will never matter.

| think the Traffic flow and Lights need some learning and schooling... Winnipeg and Vegas are huge
cities and there is NO issues like our traffic jams downtown at 5 pm... and in the morning... It needs to
flow better. Also Bike lanes take away from traffic flow.... That is something that needs to be considered..
Do Not waste Money and raise Taxes in order to do a Study or survey!!! Cramming the people in
residential areas, where there are now 4 cars per house/legal suites, etc. So now you have 3 times the
cars and two exits out of areas like Stonebridge. That is poorly thought out!! Just saying.

The 33 Street bridge is a great idea.
Get on with a plan. No more studies.
Strategic placement of walls needed on 22" to block poor visual of derelict housing.

The more bridges the easier the flow of traffic..With fewer potential delays...This city is very unlikely to
decrease in size in future.

Separate bike lanes and bike lights need to be included in this plan. More cyclists reduces motorized
traffic congestion and adds to the picturesque and Eco savvy nature of our city.

| hear that the mayor of the counselors don’t have a vision for Saskatoon. It is time for new people
they’ve shown this with how they handle the transit Fiasco now they’re trying to cover the Ass if they
really cared about making transit better they deal with the contract and give those bus drivers deal like
they did fire & fix your labor problems and then discuss fixing it the rest of the problems.

It would be great if the city departments would communicate a bit more. One example | come back
to is the planning department planned and executed a streetscape on 3 ave, and about a year later,
were ripping it up because the pipes needed fixing. | find the new developments are again a breakdown
in communication. Either the planning department grossly underestimates the growth of those new
communities, or simply doesn’t consider the flow of infrastructure when building those new areas. It
seems that the city is just throwing ideas out there and whatever ones are popular, that’s what we’ll go
with, no matter what it does to the growth of the city.

There seems to be little focus on flowing traffic. Removing traffic corridors and installing stop or yield
signs every four blocks is not accommodating the increased traffic.

| would really like to see transit changes implemented ASAP for the west end. There needs to be a route
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that goes from Confederation Mall to downtown and the university that only stops at those locations,
not every stop in between. Also have frequent feeder buses from the nearby areas to get passengers to
the Confederation Mall to take the direct bus that stops at downtown/U of S only.

| moved to Saskatoon 15 years ago after growing up in large US cities -- at the time | felt we were
Canada’s best kept secrets. Aside from the weather, we had all the greatest things -- no traffic, so
much green space, a great trail network, gorgeous heritage neighbourhoods, modest-sized houses and
down to earth citizens. Over the last 7 years I've watched that all start to erode... the city now seems
obsessed with more, bigger, faster, now. Old homes in my neighbourhood are torn down on a weekly
basis, replaced with giant, ugly boxes that virtually fill every inch of their lot. The downtown is almost
unbikeable, due to traffic and parking concerns that trump bikes and pedestrian traffic every time. So
much money spent on roads and bridges and building suburbs as we slowly lose all that was wonderful
about living here. Planning seems haphazard and short sighted. A prime example being the McOrmand/
College intersection by Willowgrove. That whole area is incredibly dangerous as people move to the left
lane of College miles before the turn and then drive well under the speed limit. The amount of traffic
being carried there is already substantial, and more neighbourhoods are being built...I see there is now
a plan for an interchange, and it is mind-boggling that this wasn’t part of the planning up front. The city
seems to be playing catch up constantly due to poor planning, and this is just one example.

The city initiatives are good, however the key concept here is to put further development into future
areas, and build industrial areas, with sustainable or expandable infrastructure, Saskatoon is stuck in
the past and being the city of bridges doesn’t help most people who traverse them everyday for work, it
is a huge bottleneck, instead of dealing with a south bridge should expand and make a actual perimeter
road.

Increasing use of public transport is pretty easy: make the bus much cheaper than driving+parking,
more regular services, “fast” busses that will not stop on intermediate bus-stops (Non-stop city to U of
S, stop only in suburbs, then non-stop to U of S). Much cheaper and probably more efficient.

| would like to see city representatives making an effort to explain to the residences of City Park and
North Park how building this bridge at 33 Street will improve the core traffic conditions expected in
the future of this city.

The plan needs a 360 degree consideration of factors and needs they will generate. The population will
be far more diverse, with a dramatic increase in the number of older adults.

As a Mayfair resident, | have concerns about the location. We already have a long-standing problem
with traffic cutting through our neighbourhood, | also have concerns about what this may do to our
33rd street business district. 33 street has almost everything | need and | am able to WALK from
home. My hope would be that the BRT plans work so the bridge would not be needed.

Try to save some our history and historical buildings so that we don’t just become another suburban
sprawl with no distinction and no uniqueness.

Someone needs to take a long look at the timing of the traffic lights in this city. i drive for a living and
could make a 2 hour long video filled with major streets where you drive from one red light to another.
How is that helping traffic flow??

It’s time for a change our mayor and council mins should call election after that transit Fiasco they
don’t want to compare them self the other cities but yet they are and why don’t them bus drivers have
a contract yet does a mayor have a vendetta.

Try focusing on maintenance of current infrastructure and safety of your citizens. Quit trying to push
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personal ideals on the general population. Not everyone is going to walk bike or bus downtown. Its
frustrating to see a city who wants to be bigger than it is planning projects that are fiscally irresponsible.
If the city could manage to maintain its budget for a few years without raising the mill rate or reassessing
every property within its limits, then | might see considering some of these projects.

| think the city really needs to seriously commit to an effective and attractive mass transit system,
instead of taking half-measures and seemingly constantly changing things up.

| suspect that, no matter what is said in these surveys, the city will do what ever the consultants tell
them to do. | do think that the “activist” types have too much influence on the city council when making
these types of decisions.

A safe bike lane on the University Bridge is long overdue.

It is good that this city is moving ahead and planning for future growth. If a 33" street bridge is decided
on, expansion of 33 from Spadina to 3 Avenue would probably be necessary. Perhaps a redesigned
interchange at 33 and 3" to mitigate delays from rail traffic as well.

Please do not waste my tax dollars on this venture!
Let’s keep Saskatoon’s infrastructure expanding to meet the needs of our expanding population!

These changes are 5 yrs to late. Stop building stupid stuff like a new mendle when the old one is great.
| never voted for our current mayor. Fix the pothole right the first time and start clearing snow off the
roads already!

| would like to see the exit on Victor Road from Stonebridge to highway 11 include an exit to head south.

| hate the idea of urban sprawl where the only objective is growth. | would really like to know where
these other 200,000 people are going to come from, and how that’s beneficial to the average citizen of
Saskatoon.

We desperately need a perimeter road/freeway similar to Anthony Henday in Edmonton or stony trail in
Calgary.

| don’t understand building a new traffic bridge and a new north bridge to alleviate traffic and then
impede traffic on College.

33 Street is too narrow from Warmen Road to the river as the city just narrowed it.

There has to be a real effort to incorporate dedicated bike lanes throughout the city. This will be a
defining feature of cites that are deemed livable and people-friendly in the next 10 - 2